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From: Gervais, Gregory

To: Kelly Wright; jgrant; susanh@ida.net; dreisman

Cc: Adam. Michael; Fiedler, Linda; Fonseca, Silvina; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Comments on ANL"s Review Parameters and SBT Comment Reconciliation
Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 6:30:14 PM

Attachments: 20150108 Final FMC ETT Review Parameters SE OSRTI comments.docx

ATT00001.htm
20150109 EPA Response to SBT Comments in ANL ETT Review Parameters sf documents.docx
ATT00002.htm

Kelly et. al.,

Thanks again for the comments on Argonne’s proposed Review Parameters and Definitions you sent
us on 12/19. We had an opportunity to review them, as well as complete EPA HQ’s comments on the
same Argonne deliverable. Attached you will find EPA’s comments on Argonne’s Parameters and
Definitions in the form of proposed revisions that we believe also address/incorporate
your comments. I’ve also attached EPA’s ‘response’ to your comments, which are intended to
identify where EPA agrees with your comment and to provide some additional clarification or
reference to EPA’s proposed revisions to Argonne’s deliverable.

Please take a look at the attachments. **EPA requests that you indicate whether you agree that our
proposed revisions to Argonne’s deliverable are reasonable and would

adequately incorporate/address your comments. If you do not agree, or otherwise if you believe the
Tribes and EPA HQ need to discuss the comments, please let me know when you would be available
for a 1 hour conference call with us. Once we have agreement, EPA HQ will provide both of the
attached documents to Argonne with direction that they should revise their review parameters

and definitions consistent as indicated or request a conference call with the Tribes and EPA to
discuss any disagreement or questions they have.

Finally, so far Argonne has identified **Tuesday, 2/3 from 10a-2p ET and **Friday, 2/6 from 10a-2p

as available for a conference call/meeting where the Tribes can present information and perspectives
relevant to the ETT Independent Review to Argonne. | intend to have a list of days/times to you on
Monday at the latest. We are still working with Argonne to identify additional days and times that

would work for both Argonne and EPA HQ for your consideration. In the meantime, if either 2/3 or
2/6 of these will work for the Tribes, please let me know right away so we can finalize the schedule.
| intend to have a list of additional days/times to you on Monday at the latest.

Best,

Greg

lelalalcccaeeceeeceeceeeeeeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeele,

Greg Gervais, P.E.
Chief, Technology Assessment Branch | EPA OSWER OSRTI TIFSD
1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW, MC 5203P | Washington, DC 20460

703-603-0690 (0) | 571-289-2998 (c) | gervais.gregory@epa.gov | epa.gov/superfund | clu-in.org

**EPA cannot accept emails greater than 25MB | Contact me for send options**

@lelclalacecaeeeeeeeeeaeeaeeeeceeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeele,
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Argonne National Laboratory 11/4/2014


Authors: Martino, Kimmell, Jerden, Quinn and May


Excavation and Treatment Technologies (ETT) Review Parameters 


			Review and Evaluation Parameter


			Description of Review Parameter





			Process Maturity


			An assessment of the viabilitydevelopmental phase  of RETT including technologies demonstrated at the laboratory/pilot scale and ETT technologies that have been permitted or otherwise approved and used for P 4.





			Limitations


			Factors that could constrain or preclude the implementation of the ETT including, but not limited to: soil type, pH, moisture, cost, weather conditions, and the need for bench and pilot scale testing. .Also any limitations associated with off-site transportation and disposal of P4 material.





			Time to implement (not including permitting and approvals)


			Self-evidentTime to excavate and/or treat P4 in soil.	Comment by Fonseca, Silvina: We don’t agree with Tribes comment.  This is solely for P4 in soil and not to address groundwater or dovetailing at this point in time with the IROD.





			Effectiveness of removing and/or treating P4 in soil


			The effectiveness in the short and long term of an ETT in: removing the acute health hazards associated with P4 in soil; achieving soil screening levels for P4; or, rendering P4 safe for the transportation of impacted soil to an off-site location for treatment and/or disposal. 





			Process safety for site workers during implementation


			Health and safety impacts on site workers associated with the ETT during implementation.





			Community health and safety during implementation


			Health and safety impacts on the surrounding community associated with the ETT during implementation. 





			Impacts to the environment during implementation


			Impacts to environmental media at the site including soil, air, surface water and groundwater associated with the ETT during implementation. 





			Post implementation impacts on the environment and the community


			Impacts to the community and to the environment associated with the ETT after implementation. 	Comment by Fonseca, Silvina: Question for Argonne: What kind of impacts would be captured here? Please list examples as a parenthetical at the end of this definition.





			Regulatory acceptability (permitting and approvals)


			The ability or potential of the ETT to satisfy environmental permitting requirements. 





			Overall discussion of advantages and disadvantages


			Self-evidentA summary in tabular format.




































EPA’s Response to


Shoshone-Bannock Tribes’ Comments on Argonne National Lab’s Excavation and Treatment Technologies Review Parameters





January 9, 2015








EPA’s responses and suggested revisions to ANL parameters is below after each comment or observation.





Title – The main question raised by the list is whether these ten factors are just review parameters or are also evaluation factors. If the intent and goal is to reach a recommendation concerning the ETTs and/or treatability studies (follow-on phases, as discussed in Salt Lake City and mentioned in the Scope of Work) necessary to examine an ETT in detail, then these parameters should also be considered evaluation parameters. EPA and SBT should be in agreement and make this known to ANL with the return comments package. 


EPA: EPA agrees that the listed parameters would apply to both review and evaluation. Note that the findings of the effort, as agreed in the ANL Work Order for Phase 1 are:


· ETT that warrant further consideration


· Data gaps / research needs that limited ETT independent review


· Identify the need for additional studies to fill data gaps 


· Identify sites where ETT has been performed both domestically and internationally, and summarize the use and applicability of ETT at those sites to P4 in soil at the FMC OU





Process Maturity – Is “RTT” a typographical error for “ETT” or has ANL created a new acronym? We assume the former. ANL adds the word “assessment” which is similar in thought to the point made under “Title.” The Tribes agree with the description of this review parameter, but would rather a more objective term be used other than “viability.” It is unclear as to just how these technologies will be assessed or evaluated, as discussed above. We may want to clarify this issue now to assure that everyone agrees at the start. 


EPA: EPA agrees that “RTT” is likely a typo and meant to read “ETT.” As stated above, we agree that the parameters are apply to both review and evaluation. EPA suggests that the word “viability” be changed to “developmental phase.” 





Limitations – The Tribes agree with this parameter. 


EPA recommends ANL add an assessment of “limitations associated with offsite transportation and disposal.”





Time to Implement – The Tribes agree with this parameter, with one condition. In the Interim ROD Amendment for the FMC OU, the time to implement the remedy is divided by media because the groundwater may not be on the same time scale as the other affected media. The SBT suggest that a similar division by media be made here. 


EPA: EPA has clarified, as stated in the Work Order, the only media to be addressed in this effort is soil. EPA has changed the explanation for Time to Implement to: “Time to excavate and/or treat P4 in soil.”





Effectiveness – The Tribes agree with this parameter. Normally we would suggest that Protectiveness be part of this parameter, but EPA and SBT have instructed ANL to avoid the CERCLA criteria. However, if ANL is also doing an evaluation, it would seem that protectiveness would be part of this evaluation. Should we agree to add protectiveness to this parameter? For example, an ETT can be effective but have limited protectiveness after so many years (e.g., a cap in a wind-blown area may be less protective in 20 years). 


EPA: EPA agrees that evaluation of effectiveness should include both short and long term. We have added “effectiveness in the short and long term” to the explanation of this parameter. EPA has also clarified that the review and assessment includes only soil.





The next four parameters can be combined or kept separate and we agree with all of them. 





Regulatory acceptability – This is a more difficult parameter to address. EPA and SBT have instructed ANL not to use the CERCLA criteria, but this parameter encompasses one of those criteria. In addition, the term “regulatory” is undefined and there are several regulatory entities involved, including EPA, the State of Idaho, and the Tribes. The Tribes also question whether the evaluation will consider all pertinent regulatory laws or just CERCLA. Another reason for the inclusion of this parameter may be the reference to the Land Disposal Regulations (LDR; Restrictions) in the scope of work. SBT have not provided a copy of their waste regulations to the ANL. Thus, this parameter appears to need further discussion as to its inclusion and, if included, as to which regulations will be considered. 


EPA: EPA agrees this parameter would be too difficult to assess at this point in time, and has deleted it. EPA suggests adding an assessment of “limitations associated with offsite transportation and disposal” to the Limitations Review Parameter to enable ANL to speak to potential challenges associated with off-site transportation and disposal with respect to USDOT and LDRs. 





Overall discussion of advantages and disadvantages – The SBT suggest that this parameter be reviewed in tabular form if there are many potential ETTs. Parameter 2 (Limitations) can be included in this table also. 


EPA: EPA agrees that a tabular format would be desirable.





The SBT have one other concern with these parameters. The SBT’s ultimate goal for this land and its ecosystem is to return it to its native state. While EPA’s goal may be different, one step in satisfying both entities would be to include a parameter that can be termed “Long-term Effectiveness of the ETT” (see also the discussion above under parameter 4, Effectiveness). This parameter would evaluate each ETT in terms of the long-term effectiveness and protectiveness of the technology (a further evaluation of parameter 4), which would be within EPA’s goals and also would be on the SBT path of returning the land to its “natural” state. SBT would like to see some review parameter for presenting this type of data review.


[bookmark: _GoBack]EPA: EPA suggests that inclusion of the evaluation of effectiveness of each ETT in the short and long term as part of the Review Parameter for Effectiveness of Removing and/or Treating P4 in Soil addresses the Tribes’ concern above.







From: Williams, Jonathan

To: Mevyer, Linda

Cc: Boyd, Andrew; Hastings, Janis; Sheldrake, Beth; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: FW: USC events through 12-19-2014

Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:16:15 PM

Attachments: imaqge002.png

USC121914.pdf
FMC USC Events-Quantities121914.xlIsx

Importance: High

Attached is the USC figure and table mentioned in an earlier e-mail.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Marguerite Carpenter [mailto:MARGUERITE.CARPENTER@fmc.com]

Sent: Monday, December 22, 2014 10:37 AM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Cliff Merrill; Doug Tanner; Ed Greutert; susanh@ida.net; Kelly Wright; Scott Miller; David Heineck
Subject: USC events through 12-19-2014

Importance: High

Jonathan

Attached is the latest figure and table identifying the USCs through December 19, 2014. The site
was shutdown on December 20 and work will begin again March 2015.

Have a happy holiday season.
Marjo

Marguerite Carpenter, PhD
Associate Director, EHS Rem/Gov
FMC Corporation

1735 Market Street

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Phone 215-299-6210

Please be advised that this transmittal may be privileged or confidential. If you are not the intended
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Sheet1


			FMC Pocatello Undocumented Subsurface Conditions


			Date/Time (MST) Event Discovered			Event ID			Date/Time (MST) Event area released			Event Quantity in CY (not including sand)			Event Details





			10/01/14  (09:30)			USC-1			10/03/14 (08:30)			1.000			09:30 (MST) USC-1, occurred at NW Corner of RA-F in vicinity of Crusher Pad.  KW responded and chased area until limits of USC where identified, KW collected approximately 1 CY (not including cover sand) of material and staged it in the vicinity of USC covered it with sand and monitored. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/03/14  (12:00)			USC-2			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.750			12:00 (MST) USC-2 occurred at NE corner  of RA-F (adjacent to access road that runs between RA-F and Calciner Ponds). KW responded and chased limits  and collected approximately 0.75 CY of material and is stabilized in area of USC. USC  has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/6/14  (11:10)			USC-3			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.007			 11:10 (MST) USC-3 occurred, material was loaded in off road end dump at RA-F and truck deposited load into RA-C  where it was to be graded in as fill. It was when it was deposited into RA-C that USC was made. KW was notified and coned off area.. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/6/14  (11:52)			USC-4			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.500			11:52 (MST) USC-4 occurred at SW Corner of RA-F (on top of slag pile). KW was notified and responded to the scene. This event did not burn out on its own, KW put it out with sand at 12:15 MST. Area of event is coned off. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/7/14  (10:46)			USC-5			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.000			10:46 (MST) USC-5 occurred, material was loaded in off road end dump at RA-F and truck deposited load into RA-C just east of where USC-3 was deposited on 10/6/14. . It was when it was deposited into RA-C that USC was made.  I was in area when this occurred, USC burned itself out in 1 minute.KW was notified and has arrived on the scene. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/7/14  (12:04)			USC-6			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.500			At 12:04 (MST) USC-6 occurred, material was loaded in off road end dump at RA-F and truck deposited load into RA-C, SE of where USC-5 was deposited today. It was when it was deposited into RA-C that USC was made. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/7/14  (15:10)			USC-7			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.250			15:10 (MST) USC-7 occurred at SW Corner of RA-F (on top of slag pile, 40’ south of USC-4). KW has responded to the scene and placed sand on USC to put out. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/8/2014  (14:23)			USC-8			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.250			14:23 (MST) USC-8 occurred, material was loaded in off road end dump at RA-F and truck deposited load into RA-C just west of where USC-3 was deposited on 10/6/14.  It was when it was deposited into RA-C that USC was made.  The USC (a 2’ x 2’ carbon hearth block) stopped smoking by the time KW arrived on the scene. KW consolidated USC-8 with USC-5 and released area back to CB&I. USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/8/14  (18:25)			USC-9			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.007			18:25 (MST) USC-9 occurred. USC-9 is located in RA-F (East side top of pile SW of where USC-2 occurred ). USC-9 Stopped smoking by the time KW arrived on the scene USC has been relocated to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/9/14 (10:04)			USC-10			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.250			10:04 (MST) USC-10 occurred. USC-10 is located in RA-F (West side top of slope ).  KW responded to the scene and relocated material to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/9/14  (10:27)			USC-11			10/09/14  (17:30)			2.000			10:27 (MST) USC-11 occurred.  USC-11 is located in the valley of RA-F.  KW responded to the scene and relocated material to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/9/14  (11:01)			USC-12			10/09/14  (17:30)			0.250			11:01 (MST) USC-12 occurred.  USC-12 is located in the valley of RA-F (at entrance on South end).  KW responded to the scene and relocated material to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/9/14  (11:55)			USC-13			10/18/14 (16:10)			0.250			11:55 (MST) USC-13 occurred.  USC-13 is located in RA-F (Top of slag pile, West Side in an area that requires 23’ cut to meet grade) .  USC-13 is what KW is referring to as a “Tiger Pit Material” and is  the source of USC-11 and USC-12.  KW will delineate area.  CB&I has relocated load out operations 50’ south of USC-13. 


			10/10/14  (10:45)			USC-14			10/11/14  (12:00)			1.000			10:45 (MST) USC-14 occurred. USC-14 is located RA-G-South-1-Spent Carbon Rod Pile. KW responded to the scene and relocated material to Coke Settling Basin-2.


			10/14/14 (15:25)			USC-15			10/14/14 (16:20)			0.007			15:25 (MST) USC-15 occurred.  USC-15 is located RA-H-East. KW delineated the scene  and identified (1) "briquette" of material and released area back to CB&I control @ 16:20 on 10/14.14.


			10/17/14 (16:04)			USC-16			10/17/14 (17:00)			0.007			At 16:04 (MST), USC-16 occurred.  USC-16 is located RA-F West (East slope of valley on North end).  KW has been notified and is responding to the scene. 


			10/20/14  (14:50)			USC-17			10/21/14 (10:00)			0.007			14:50 (MST), USC-17 occurred.  USC-17 is located RA-F West (East slope of valley on North end) and consists of (3) smokers in a 20’ area approximately 30’ up from toe of slope.  KW is currently responding to the scene.  


			10/20/14  (16:30)			USC-18			10/21/14 (15:00)			1.000			KW has identified and area on top slope RA-F West (east side slope north end), which could be possibly be the source for USC-17 and USC-16.  KW is delineating area and for tracking purposes this area will be identified as USC-18 (instead of continuation of the other events).


			10/22/14 (11:00)			USC-19			10/22/14 (11:31)			0.007			11:00 (MST),USC-19 occurred (event was quick and out in seconds).  USC-19 is located RA-F West-top of slag pile (event was quick and out in seconds).  KW responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-19, Cliff was onsite giving a tour with Tribal Environmental and Air Quality Reps at the time.


			10/22/14 (11:50)			USC-20			10/22/14 (14:30)			0.007			11:50 (MST),  USC-20 occurred (this event was quick one also).  USC-20 is located RA-F West-top of slag pile, approximately 10’ North of USC-19 (event was quick and out in seconds).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-20, Cliff Merrill  and  Tribal Environmental and Air Quality Reps were still onsite when this event occurred.


			10/23/14 (11:05) 			USC-21			10/23/14 (14:15)			0.500			11:05 (MST), USC-21 occurred.  USC-21 is located RA-H East.  KW is responding  to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-21 by phone. 



			10/24/14 (13:25)			USC-22			10/24/14 (17:30)			0.750			13:25 (MST),  USC-22 occurred in RA-C , material being placed in RA-C is coming out of RA-F.  KW is responding  to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-22 by phone.


			10/24/14 (14:00)			USC-23			10/25/14 (10:20)			0.300			14:00 (MST),USC-23 occurred in RA-F West (Top of Slag Pile).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-23 by phone.


			10/24/14 (15:15)			USC-24			10/24/14 (16:15)			1.000			15:15 (MST), USC-24 occurred in RA-F West (Top of Slag Pile).  KW  responded to the scene and delineated the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-24 by phone.


			10/25/14 (16:10)			USC-25			10/25/14 (16:10)			0.250			14:45 (MST), on 10/25/14, USC-25 occurred in RA-F West (Top of Slag Pile).  KW has responded to the scene and delineated the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-25 by phone. 


			10/27/14 (09:10)			USC-26			10/27/14 (09:40)			0.250			09:10 (MST), USC-26 occurred in RA-F (North end of the valley). KW has responded to the scene and delineated the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was onsite when this occurred and was notified of USC-26.


			10/27/14 (13:42)			USC-27			10/27/14 (16:15)			0.037			13:42 (MST),  USC-27 occurred (2) smokers in RA-F, (North end of valley).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-27 by phone.  


			10/27/14 (14:45)			USC-28			10/28/14 (12:15)			1.500			14:45 (MST),  USC-28  occurred in RA-F West, (Top of slag pile).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-28 by phone.  


			10/27/14 (15:20)			USC-29			10/28/14 (13:30)			0.037			15:20 (MST), USC-29 occurred in RA-F West, (Top of slag pile-North end).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-29 by phone.  


			10/27/14 (15:49)			USC-30			10/27/14 (17:35)			0.037			15:49 (MST), USC-30 occurred in RA-F West, (Top of slag pile-North end) approximately 20’ North of USC-29.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-30 by phone.  


			10/27/14 (16:50)			USC-31			10/27/14 (17:50)			0.055			16:50 (MST), USC-31 occurred in RA-F West, (North end of the valley).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-31 by phone.  


			10/27/14 (16:51)			USC-32			10/27/14 (18:00)			0.037			16:51 (MST), USC-32 occurred in RA-F West, (South end of the valley).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-32 by phone.  


			10/28/14 (14:10)			USC-33			10/28/14 (18:10)			0.019			14:10 (MST),USC-33 occurred in RA-F West, (top of slag pile).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-33 by phone.  


			10/28/14 (17:00)			USC-34			10/28/14 (17:25)			0.007			17:00 (MST), USC-34 occurred in RA-C.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-34 by phone.  


			10/28/14 (17:50)			USC-35			10/28/14 (18:10)			0.007			17:50 (MST),  USC-35 occurred in RA-C.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-35 by phone.  


			10/30/14 (13:40)			USC-36			10/30/14 (15:00)			0.037			13:40 (MST),USC-36 occurred in RA-G South 1.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-36 by phone.  


			10/30/14 (14:10)			USC-37			10/30/14 (15:20)			0.007			14:10 (MST), USC-37 occurred in RA-G South 1 (approximately 75’ SE of USC-36).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-37.  


			10/30/14 (15:25)			USC-38			10/30/14 (16:00)			0.007			15:25 (MST), USC-38 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-38


			10/31/14 (08:25)			USC-39			11/01/14 (11:57)			4.000			08:25 (MST) USC-39 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-39.  KW will continue with delineation on 11/1/14. KW removed approximately 11.9 CY  (including stabilization sand)of material from this area.


			10/31/14 (09:28)			USC-40			10/31/14 (14:50)			0.004			09:28 (MST),USC-40 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-40.  


			10/31/14 (13:50)			USC-41			11/01/14 (08:45)			0.500			13:50 (MST), USC-41 occurred in RA-G South 1.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-41.  KW will continue with delineation on 11/1/14.


			11/01/14 (12:44)			USC-42			11/01/14 (17:57)			0.500			12:44 (MST),USC-42 occurred in RA-F (top of slag pile, consisting of 3 smokers).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-42.  


			11/01/14 (15:15)			USC-43			11/01/14 (15:40)			0.007			15:15 (MST),USC-43 occurred in RA-F-Valley. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-43.  


			11/03/14 (08:12)			USC-44			11/03/14 (08:45)			0.004			08:12 (MST), on 11/03/14, USC-44 occurred in RA-F-Valley (South end). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-44.  


			11/03/14 (14:20)			USC-45			11/03/14 (14:45)			0.037			14:20 (MST), USC-45 occurred in RA-F-Valley (mid valley). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-45.  


			11/03/14 (15:45)			USC-46			11/04/14 (08:30)			0.007			15:45 (MST), USC-46 occurred in RA-F-Valley (North end). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-46.  KW did not find any USC material after delineating area.


			11/04/14 (13:45)			USC-47			11/04/14 (14:15)			0.000			13:45 (MST), USC-47 occurred in RA-F-Valley (mid-valley). KW has been notified and is responding to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-47.  KW unable to find source of USC event after delineating area.


			11/04/14 (13:45)			USC-48			11/04/14 (14:15)			0.007			13:46 (MST), USC-48 occurred in RA-F-West (top of pile). KW has been notified and is responding to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-48.  


			11/04/14 (16:25)			USC-49			11/04/14 (16:45)			0.007			16:25 (MST), USC-49 occurred in RA-F-Valley (North End). KW has been notified and is responding to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-49.  


			11/05/14 (10:50)			USC-50			11/05/14 (13:30)			0.055			10:50 (MST), USC-50 occurred in RA-B, material being placed in RA-B is coming from RA-F West (top of pile). KW has responded to RA-B and investigated source area in RA-F. KW released areas at 13:25.Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 50.  


			11/05/14 (15:50)			USC-51			11/05/14 (16:05)			0.000			15:50 (MST), USC-51 occurred in RA-F West (top of pile). KW is responding to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 51. KW unable to find source of USC event after delineating area.


			11/05/14 (16:35)			USC-52			11/06/14 (09:05)			1.000			16:35 (MST), USC-52 occurred in RA-F West (top of pile). KW has responded to the scene and stabilized the area, KW will delineate on 11/6/14. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 52.  


			11/06/14 (10:40)			USC-53			11/06/14 (16:45)			12.000			10:40 (MST), USC-53 occurred in RA-F Valley. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 53.  


			11/06/14 (10:42)			USC-54			11/21/14 (17:00)			84.000			10:42 (MST), USC-54 occurred in RA-F West (top of pile). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 54.  KW worked on delineating area through out the day on 11/7/14 and did not complete, KW will resume delineation on 11/8/14. Delineation of USC-54 was not completed on 11/8/14, to date approximately 30-35 CY of material was removed from event area, KW will resume with delineation on 11/10/14.


			11/06/14 (11:40)			USC-55			11/06/14 (13:10)			0.037			11:40 (MST), USC-55 occurred in RA-C (material came out of an End Dump which was loaded in RA-F). KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 55.  



			11/07/14 (10:50)			USC-56			11/07/14 (11:30)			0.007			10:50 (MST),USC-56 occurred in RA-F West -South side on access ramp. The event when called in was reported as (1) smoker, when KW arrived on scene smoker was out. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 56.  


			11/08/14 (13:09)			USC-57			11/08/14 (13:40)			0.007			13:09 (MST), on 11/8/14, USC-57 occurred in RA-F Valley-North end.  KW responded  to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 57.  Tim Whiteus informed the CM that he collected (2) nuggets slightly larger than a softball each from this event.


			11/10/14 (08:48)			USC-58			12/10/14 (12:00)			105.000			08:48 (MST), USC-58 occurred in RA-F East (top of slag pile).  KW responded  to the scene and stabilized the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 58. Tim Whiteus stated that on initial assessment of area USC-58 is a larger area than USC-54 which is still being delineated. Delineation of this event was completed on 12/10/14.


			11/11/14 (10:29)			USC-59			11/11/14 (11:30)			0.007			10:29 (MST), USC-59 occurred in RA-F Valley (North end).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC 59.  


			11/11/14 (14:59)			USC-60			11/11/14 (16:15)			0.000			14:59 (MST), USC-60 occurred in RA-F Valley (North end, material came from top of RA-F East).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-60.  KW unable to find source of USC event after delineating area.


			11/13/14 (16:00)			USC-61			11/14/14 (08:30)			0.037			16:00 (MST), USC-61 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile)  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-61.  


			11/18/14 (16:00)			USC-62			11/19/14 (11:40)			0.500			16:00 (MST), USC-62 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile, North end)  KW has responded to the scene and stabilized the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-62.  KW will delineate USC-62 on 11/19/14.


			11/18/14 (16:34)			USC-63			11/20/14 (16:00)			10.000			16:34 (MST),  USC-63 occurred in RA-F West, top of slag pile, North end approximately 50 yards SW of USC-62. KW has responded to the scene and stabilized the area. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-63.  KW will delineate USC-63 on 11/19/14.


			11/19/14 (08:19)			USC-64			11/19/14 (11:40)			0.500			08:19 (MST), USC-64 occurred in RA-F West, top of slag pile, North end. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-64.  


			11/19/14 (15:02)			USC-65			11/19/14 (15:25)			0.007			15:02 (MST),  USC-65 occurred in RA-F West, top of slag pile, North end. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-65.  


			11/19/14 (16:05)			USC-66			11/19/14 (16:40)			0.007			16:05 (MST),USC-66 occurred in RA-F West, top of slag pile, North end. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-66.  


			11/20/14 (07:45)			USC-67			11/20/14 (10:30)			0.037			07:45 (MST),  USC-67 occurred in RA-F West, top of slag pile, just north of USC-63, North end. KW was notified and responded to the scene and stabilized. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-67.  


			11/21/14 (13:52)			USC-68			11/21/14 (14:20)			0.007			13:52(MST), USC-68 occurred in RA-F Valley (north end) KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-68. 


			11/22/14 (08:21)			USC-69			11/22/14 (08:50)			0.037			08:21 (MST), USC-69 occurred in RA-F Valley (north end) KW has responded to the scene and stabilized. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-69.  


			11/22/14 (11:50)			USC-70			11/22/14 (12:10)			0.037			11:50 (MST), USC-70 occurred in RA-F Valley (north end) KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-70.  


			11/22/14 (15:35)			USC-71			11/26/14 (08:30)			18.000			15:35 (MST), USC-71 occurred in RA-F West ,top of slag pile, in vicinity of where USC-54 was located.  KW is responding to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-71.  KW released USC-71 0n 11/26/14.


			11/25/14 (16:20)			USC-72			11/25/14 (16:40)			0.019			16:20 (MST), USC-72 occurred in RA-F West ,top of slag pile NW corner.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-72.  


			11/26/14 (10:29)			USC-73			11/26/14 (12:00)			0.037			10:29 (MST), USC-73 occurred in RA-F West ,top of slag pile.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-73.  


			12/01/14 (10:29)			USC-74			12/01/14 (17:00)			0.111			14:30 (MST),  USC-74 occurred in RA-F (west side of the valley approximately 10’ from toe of slope), dozer was pushing material from the top of RA-F West .  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-74.  


			12/02/14 (08:00)			USC-75			12/02/14 (08:30)			0.007			08:00 (MST), USC-75 occurred in RA-F (west side of the valley approximately 100’ south of north end and  20’ from toe of slope), dozer was pushing material from the top of RA-F West .  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-75.  


			12/02/14 (13:20)			USC-76			12/02/14 (16:50)			0.007			13:20 (MST), USC-76 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile) .  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-76.  


			12/04/14 (14:54)			USC-77			12/04/14 (15:30)			0.007			14:54(MST), USC-77 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile) .  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-77.  


			12/09/14 (15:20)			USC-78			12/10/14 (08:30)			0.007			15:20 (MST), USC-78 Occurred in RA-F West. KW has responded and removed a 4"x4"x3" piece. KW will delineate and search for more material. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-78.  


			12/10/14 (10:19)			USC-79			12/15/14 (15:45)			170.000			10:19 (MST), on 12/10/14, USC-79 occurred in RA-F West (top of slag pile, top of west slope in vicinity of where USC-78 occurred).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-79.  


			12/12/14 (08:20)			USC-80			12/12/14 (08:35)			0.007			08:20 (MST),USC-80 occurred in RA-F East (top of slag pile, in the area where USC-58 occurred).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-80. 


			12/12/14 (08:55)			USC-81			12/12/14 (09:00)			0.007			08:55 (MST),USC-81 occurred in RA-F West Slope of Valley (material dozer pushed from top of RA-F).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-81.  


			12/12/14 (09:03)			USC-82			12/12/14 (09:20)			0.007			09:03 (MST), USC-82 occurred in RA-F  Valley North end.  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-82.  


			12/12/14 (11:20)			USC-83			12/12/14 (11:30)			0.000			11:20 (MST), USC-83 occurred in RA-B (material being placed is from top of slag pile RA-F East).  KW  has responded to the scene Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-83.  KW reported that they could not locate any material to recover from this event. 


			12/12/14 (13:40)			USC-84			12/12/14 (14:15)			0.007			13:40 (MST),  USC-84 occurred in RA-F East (top of slag pile in vicinity of USC-80).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-84.  


			12/13/14 (08:19)			USC-85			12/13/14 (10:30)			0.045			08:19 (MST), USC-85 occurred in RA-B (material that is being placed is coming from RA-F East top of slag pile).  KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-85.  


			12/13/14 (11:34)			USC-86			12/13/14 (12:00)			0.007			11:34 (MST), USC-86 occurred in RA-F East, top of slag pile in NW corner where dozers are pushing. KW has responded to the scene. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-86.  


			12/19/14 (07:30)			USC-87			12/19/14 (16:00)			0.000			07:30  (MST), 12/19/14, USC-87 -RA-C requires a cut to meet grade, within the cut is an abandoned Phossy Water Line. KW will be on scene throughout the day responding and investigating pipe that is exposed during grading operations and relocating pipe to USC holding area as necessary. Cliff Merrill (onsite EPA Rep) was notified of USC-87.  CB&I exposed Phossy water line intact and KW will demo at future date.








									Total CY not including stabilization sand=			419.51
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recipient, please do not read, copy or re-transimit this communication. If you have received this

communication in error, please notify me by e-mail (marguerite.carpenter@fmc.com) or by

telephone and delete this message and any attachments. Thank you in advance for your

cooperation and assistance.

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: FW: Visit To Seattle

Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:29:40 AM
Lepic FOIA

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Lizanne Davis [mailto:Lizanne.Davis@fmc.com]
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 1:58 PM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Robert Forbes; Marguerite Carpenter

Subject: RE: Visit To Seattle

Dear Beth,

Let’s go with 12:30-1:30. Bob and I look forward to meeting with you.
Best,

Liz

Lizanne H. Davis

Director, Government Affairs
FMC Corporation

1050 K Street, NW

Suite 600

Washington, DC 20001

202.956.5211 (Office), 202.412.1055 (Cell)
202.956.5235 (Fax)

lizanne.davis@fmc.com

From: Sheldrake, Beth [mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 9:59 AM

To: Lizanne Davis; Williams, Jonathan
Cc: Robert Forbes; Marguerite Carpenter
Subject: RE: Visit To Seattle

Hi, Liz. | believe Jonathan is going to be out of town that week and will miss our meeting. | would be

available from 12:30 to 1:30, 2:30 — 3:30, or 4 — 5 pm on January 13 | can arrange for a meeting
room at our offices.
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Let me know if any of those times might work for you.

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Lizanne Davis [mailto:Lizanne.Davis@fmc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 31, 2014 10:41 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Robert Forbes; Marguerite Carpenter

Subject: Visit To Seattle

Dear Beth and Jonathan,
Bob Forbes and | would like to visit with you January 13 to provide a

pre-briefing prior to our appointment on January 141", Please let me
know if this works with your schedules, as Bob and | will then make
travel plans.

Best,

Liz

Lizanne H. Davis

Director, Government Affairs
FMC Corporation

1050 K Street, NW

Suite 600

Washington, DC 20001

202.956.5211 (Office), 202.412.1055 (Cell)
202.956.5235 (Fax)

lizanne.davis@fmc.com

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Lepic FOIA - FW: Request for Appointment
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:30:12 AM

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Barry Crawford [mailto:Barry.Crawford@fmc.com]

Sent: Friday, December 19, 2014 8:42 AM

To: Magorrian, Matthew; MclLerran, Dennis

Cc: R10-ORA,; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori; Williams, Jonathan; Lizanne Davis; Lori
Hardy

Subject: RE: Request for Appointment

Matt,

The January 14 timeslot would be perfect for the appointment. Thanks for the prompt response..

From: Magorrian, Matthew [mailto:Magorrian.Matthew@epa.gov]
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 6:42 PM

To: Barry Crawford; McLerran, Dennis
Cc: R10-ORA; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori; Williams, Jonathan; Lizanne Davis; Lori Hardy
Subject: RE: Request for Appointment

Hi Barry,

I would like to propose a meeting on Wednesday, January 14, 2015 at 11:00am here in our office.

Alternatively we could meet on Tuesday the 30" at 3:30pm.

Please let me know which time works best for you.

Thank you,

Matt

Matthew J. Magorrian | Executive Office Manager
Assistant to Dennis MclLerran, Regional Administrator
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U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10
Phone: 206-553-6284 | Cell: 206-437-9327

From: Barry Crawford [mailto:Barry.Crawford@fmc.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:33 AM

To: MclLerran, Dennis
Cc: Magorrian, Matthew; R10-ORA; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori; Williams, Jonathan;

Lizanne Davis; Lori Hardy
Subject: Request for Appointment

Dear Regional Administrator McLerran,

| would like to schedule an appointment with you to discuss FMC’s implementation of the IRODA at
Pocatello as well as potential redevelopment opportunities. | am available to meet with you in
Seattle on either January 13 or the morning of January 14, 2015. Please let me know if those dates
work or alternatively, others that might.

| look forward to meeting you.
Sincerely,

@Eﬂf},‘}/ (Crauférd-

Click here to report this email as spam.
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: Lepic FOIA FW: RE: Request for Document From Eastern Michaud Flats — FMC Operable Unit
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 12:16:05 PM

Attachments: 637146.pdf

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Kleppinger, Jeff

Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 7:35 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth

Subject: RE: Request for Document From Eastern Michaud Flats — FMC Operable Unit

Hi, Beth:
Is the attached the document you are looking for?
Best regards,

Jeff
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SEPA

On this Day, October 25, 2010,
the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA)
Determines that

Eastern Michaud Flats Superfund Site, FMC Plant Operable Unit,
Northern Properties, Supplemental Remedial Investigation Areas Parcels 4, 5 and 6
Are Ready for Industrial/Commercial Reuse

This Ready for Reuse (RfR) Determination is for a portion of the Eastern Michaud Flats Superfund Site (Site), specifically the FMC Plant Operable Unit, Northern Properties Supplemental
Remediation Areas (SRIA) Parcels 4, 5 and 6. This RfR Determination provides thar U.S. EPA has made a technical determination that the SRIA Parcels 4. 5 and 6, located approximately
nwo and a half miles northwest of Pocatello, in Power County, Idaho, are ready for industrial/commercial reuse and its remedy will remain protective of human health and the environment.
subject to the continued enforcement of the 2010 restrictive covenant necessary for maintaining the remedy's protectiveness, as summarized in the attached report, Ready for Reuse
Determination, FMC Plant Operable Unii, Northern Properties SRIA Parcels 4. 5 and 6, Superfund Site, October 25, 2010. This RfR Determination remains valid only as long as this
covenant remains in place and is enforced.

The Instituional controls (ICs) that have been implemented by the landowner under the covenant for SRIA Parcels 4. 5 and 6 specify (1) the property may be used for commercial and industrial uses
only and shall not be used or developed for any residential purposes or child care or schooling facilities; (2) there shall be no exiraction of groundwater under the property for human consumption tha
exceeds the Maximum Contaminant Levels and (3) the property shall not be used for growing fruits and vegetables for human consumption. Future users of SRIA Parcels 4, 5 and 6 also will need to
comply with local land use regutations The types of uses identified in this RfR Determination remain subject to (i} applicable federal. state, and local regulation and (i) title documents, including but
not limited 1o easements, restrictive covenants, deed restrictions and institutional controls. Power County zoning regulations classify SRIA Parcels 4, 5 and 6 as a Heavy Industrial Zone.

This RfR Determination is an environmenial status report that documents a technical determination which does not have any legally binding effect, nor does it expressly or implicitly create,
expand, or limit any legal rights, obligations. respansibilities. expectations, or benefits of any party. U.S. EPA assumes no responsibility for reuse activities and/or for any possible or
potential harm that might result from reuse activities. U.S. EPA retains any and all rights and authorities it has, including but not limited to legal, equitable, or adminisirative rights. .S.
EPA specifically retains any and all rights and authorities it has 1o conduct, direct, oversee, and/or require environmenial response actions in connection with SRIA Parcels 4, 5 and 6.
including but not limited to instances when new or additional information has been discovered regarding the contamination or conditions at the Site that indicate that the remedy and or the
conditions at the Site argno longe ] human health or the environmenit for thd types of uses identified in the RfR Determination.
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Director, Superfund Division Chair, Power County Commissioners Director, 637146

U.S. EPA Region 10 Power County, Idaho Idaho Department of
Mail Code ECL 117 Environmental Quality
1200 Sixth Avenue

Seattle, WA 98101-3140








Ready for Reuse Determination
FMC Plant Operable Unit, SRIA Parcels 4 to 6, Superfund Site
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& Executive Summary

This Ready for Reuse (RfR) Determination is for the approximately 87 acres of the Eastern
Michaud Flats Superfund Site (Site), FMC Plant Operable Unit, SRIA Parcels 4, 5 and 6. (See
Figure 2, below.)

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has made a technical determination that SRIA
Parcels 4, 5 and 6 of the Site, located 2.5 miles northwest of the City of Pocatello, in Power
County, Idaho, are ready for industrial/commercial use, including processing and manufacturing
products from raw materials, as well as fabrication, assembly, treatment, and packaging of
finished products, subject to the Power County zoning regulations and to the continued
enforcement of the 2010 restrictive covenants and any successor restrictions deemed necessary
and approved by EPA necessary for maintaining protectiveness.

The use limitations and technical requirements summarized in this RfR Determination are based
on the results of the EPA approved Supplemental Remedial Investigation (SRI) and covenants
established by FMC restricting uses at the property (2010 restrictive covenants).

The following are the operative restrictions under the 2010 restrictive covenants:

1. The Property, and any portion thereof, may be used for commercial and industrial
uses only. The Property shall not be used or developed for any residential
purposes or child care or schooling facilities.

There shall be no extraction of groundwater under the Property for human
consumption that exceeds the Maximum Contaminant Levels prescribed by the
federal Safe Drinking Water Act.

The Property shall not be used for growing fruits and vegetables for human
consumption.

o

[0S ]

EPA performed an assessment of the human and environmental risks associated with using the
Site for industrial/commercial purposes during its investigation of the Site. The risks of concern
that were identified for SRIA Parcels 4, 5 and 6 were related to potential residential exposure to
Site contaminants, primarily via drinking ground water, consuming fruits and vegetables grown
on the property, incidental soil ingestion and external exposure to gamma radiation. The
existence and enforcement of the restrictive covenants noted above will manage these risks to
human health and the environment. This RfR Determination remains valid only as long as the
limitations specified in the 2010 restrictive covenants noted above continue to be met.

Additional documents providing information and supporting this RfR Determination include the
Supplemental Human Health Risk Assessment (HHRA) and the Supplemental Ecological Risk
Assessment (ERA) Addenda, which comprise Appendices D and E of the Supplemental
Remedial Investigation Addendum (SRIA).

U.S. EPA Region 10 issued this RfR Determination, effective October 25, 2010.







Director, Superfund Division
United States Environmental Protection Agency
Region 10

Vicki Meadows
Chair, Power County Commissioners
Power County, Idaho

/
N o~ S
Toni Hardesty
Director
Idaho Department of Environmental Quality

Documents pertaining to the Site and the RfR Determination are part of the Administrative
Record for the Site, which is available for review at the EPA Region 10 Superfund Records
Center in Seattle, Washington; the Idaho State University Library in Pocatello, Idaho, and
Shoshone-Bannock Library in Fort Hall, Idaho. Additional information can be obtained from
Kira Lynch, the Site’s Remedial Project Manager (RPM), who can be reached at 206-553-2144
or Lynch.Kira@epa.gov.








11 Site and Parcel Location

The FMC Plant Operable Unit (OU) is a part of the larger Eastern Michaud Flats (EMF)
Superfund Site (Site), which is located in southeastern Idaho, approximately 2.5 miles northwest
of the city of Pocatello, Idaho. The Site was listed on the National Priorities List (NPL) on
August 30, 1990. The Site includes two adjacent production facilities, a former FMC
Corporation elemental phosphorus processing plant that ceased operation in 2001 and a
phosphate fertilizer processing facility operated by the J.R. Simplot Company which remains in
operation.

The Site was originally divided into three subareas or operable units. EPA designated these
areas as the FMC Plant OU, the Simplot Plant OU, and the Off-Plant OU after its June 1998
Record of Decision for the Site (U.S. EPA 1998). The SRIA Parcels 4, 5, and 6 which are the
subject of this RfR determination are part of the FMC Plant OU.

Figure 1: General Location of FMC Plant Operable Unit
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Figure 2: Location of FMC Northern Properties and SRIA Parcels 1 to 6
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Deed parcels and SRIA parcels refer to different geographic locations. The deed parcels on this graphic are used to
demonstrate that they are specifically covered by the restrictive covenants and show where they are with respect to
SRIA sampling parcels inside the FMC Plant OU. SRIA parcels 4, 5, and 6 are the subject of this RfR
Determination.

III.  Site Summary

As described in the Supplemental Remedial Investigation Report for the FMC Plant Operable
Unit (MWH, 2009). FMC ceased production of elemental phosphorus from phosphate ore at its
Pocatello facility in December 2001. EPA subsequently determined that additional
investigations and evaluations were needed at the plant areas that had been actively operated at
the time of the 1996 remedial investigation, but where operations had terminated with the plant
shutdown. This finding led EPA and FMC to enter into an Administrative Order on Consent in
October 2003 (U.S. EPA 2003) for a Supplemental Remedial Investigation and Supplemental
Feasibility Study at the FMC Plant OU. The Supplemental Remedial Investigation activities
targeted the data gaps identified which were largely related to the former operating areas of the
FMC Plant Site, located south of Highway 30, but also included the FMC-owned properties
north of Highway 30. In June 2008, FMC submitted the Draft Supplemental Remedial
Investigation Report that included the results of the 2007 field investigations conducted at the
FMC Plant Site. In August 2008, based on review and comment on the Draft Supplemental
Remedial Investigation Report, EPA requested that additional investigations be performed at
FMC'’s Undeveloped Areas and the FMC Northern Properties to gather data for further
assessment of risks in these areas to support the Supplemental Feasibility Study.







SRIA Parcels 4, 5, and 6, which are the
subject of this RfR determination are
part of the FMC Plant OU and include
Deed parcels 3, 4 and 5.

SRIA Parcel 4 Site Description

The northwestern sampling parcel is approximately 40 acres in size and has historically been
used only for agricultural purposes (currently used for hay storage). This sampling parcel is
generally bounded by Tank Farm Road to the east and north, I-86 to the south, and one of the
City of Pocatello’s municipal sewage sludge land application areas to the west. This parcel is
entirely outside the boundary of the Fort Hall Reservation and is included as one of the FMC
parcels subject to a redevelopment agreement with the Power County Development Authority.
The City of Pocatello acquired this property from the US Government after World War II. FMC
purchased this parcel from the City of Pocatello in 1950. This parcel was not used as part of the
FMC phosphorus manufacturing operations.

SRIA Parcel 5 Site Description

This gravel pit sampling parcel is approximately 31 acres in size and has the same ownership
history as SRIA Parcel 4. This sampling parcel is generally bounded by Rowlands Lane to the
north, a gated, non-public dirt road to the east, Batiste Road to the south, and Tank Farm Road to
the west. This parcel is entirely outside the boundary of the Fort Hall Reservation and is part of
the PCDA redevelopment agreement. This parcel was used to support the FMC phosphorus
manufacturing operations only to the extent that the parcel was excavated in the 1950s to a depth
of approximately 20 feet to recover gravel as a plant raw material (silica). Top soil was removed
and stockpiled around the perimeter of the sampling parcel prior to the gravel excavation and
remains stockpiled to the present. Although this parcel supported manufacturing operations,
those operations were conducted at the FMC plant site and did not take place at this parcel. The
excavated gravel pit currently is being backfilled with clean construction debris by Mickelsen
Construction from construction sites in the Pocatello area. This type of landfill is exempt from
landfill permitting regulations in the State of Idaho. According to FMC’s agreement with
Mickelsen Construction, once backfilling is complete, the stockpiled topsoil will be placed over
the reclaimed area.

SRIA Parcel 6 Site Description

The Batiste Spring sampling parcel was purchased by FMC from the Union Pacific Railroad in
1996 and is approximately 16 acres in size. This sampling parcel is generally bounded by the
Rowland property to the north, the Portneuf River to the east, Batiste Road to the south, and a
gated, non-public dirt road to the west. This sampling parcel is entirely outside the boundary of
the Fort Hall Reservation and was not used as part of the FMC phosphorus manufacturing
operations. This parcel contains the Batiste Spring pump house. spring house and access roads.







Summary of Exposure and Risk Assessment Investigation

Table 1 shows a timeline of activities at the FMC Plant OU Superfund site.

Table 1: Chronology of Site Events

Date Event
December 2001 FMC ceased production of elemental phosphorus from phosphate ore
at its Pocatello facility.
October 2003 EPA and FMC entered into an AOC for a Supplemental Remedial
Investigation and Feasibility Study (SRI/SFS) at the FMC Plant OU.
2007 The SRI Work Plan was completed and SRI field work was

performed on the FMC Plant Site property, location of the former
elemental phosphorus processing facility.

June 2008 FMC submitted the Draft SRI Report with the results of the 2007 field
investigations conducted at the FMC Plant Site,
August 2008 EPA requested additional risk assessment investigations of FMC’s

Undeveloped Areas and the FMC Northern Properties to support the
SFS. These areas were not investigated during the 2007 SRI field

work.

October 2008 Southern and Western Undeveloped Areas, Northern Properties and
Background Soil Sampling Field Investigations were conducted.

June 2009 FMC submitted the SRI Addendum Draft Final Report with results of

October 2008 field investigations, including human health and
ecological risk assessments. ‘
November 2009 FMC submitted the Final SRI Addendum Report.

IV.  U.S. EPA’s Basis for the Ready for Reuse (RfR) Determination

Background

The Superfund RfR Determination for FMC Plant OU, Northern Properties SRIA Parcels 4, 5
and 6, is based on U.S. EPA approved documents produced during the course of the Site’s
Supplemental Remedial Investigation studies and FMC implemented use restrictions on the
property. These documents provide information that this portion of the Site, is ready for
industrial/commercial use and that it will remain protective of human health and the
environment, subject to the limitations specified in the 2010 restrictive covenants on the
property. The Supplemental Human Health Risk Assessment and Supplemental Ecological Risk
Assessment Addenda (MWH 2009, Appendices D and E, respectively) provide information on
the exposure pathways and risk levels associated with the Site. That report can be found in the
Site’s Administrative Record, which is available for review at the EPA Region 10 Superfund
Records Center in Seattle, Washington; the Idaho State University Library in Pocatello, Idaho.,
and Shoshone-Bannock Library in Fort Hall, Idaho.







Description of Risks in SRIA Parcels 4 to 6

The Supplemental Remedial Investigation Addendum activities were conducted to collect and
analyze surface samples of native soils to further evaluate potential risks to potential future
human and current and future ecological receptors on the Northern Properties. Background
studies also were performed to characterize background soil concentrations, so that incremental
risks could be evaluated in the Supplemental Human Health and Environmental Risk Addenda.

EPA required that potential risks to hypothetical residential receptors be evaluated in the
Supplemental Human Health and Environmental Risk Addenda, even though the FMC northern
properties are zoned heavy industrial and FMC recorded restrictive covenants with Power
County that prohibit residential development of SRIA Parcels 4 and 5. The reason for this is that
baseline risk assessments are intended to characterize site risks absent any remedial action, in
order to determine what, if any, remedial actions are appropriate. Since land use restrictions and
other institutional controls constitute remedial action, their effect in limiting residential use is not
a consideration for characterizing the baseline risk. In addition, potential risks to hypothetical
future commercial/industrial, construction and utility workers were also evaluated consistent
with EPA guidance concerning risk assessments for reasonably anticipated future land uses.

The Supplemental Human Health and Ecological Risk Assessment Addenda were performed
using conservative assumptions to evaluate risks to potential future human (residential and
worker) receptors, and current and potential future ecological receptors from exposure to
contaminants of concern in surface soil that were found to exceed risk-based comparative values
in an initial screening evaluation. In addition, risks to potential future human receptors from
exposure to groundwater were evaluated. According to the Supplemental Human Health and
Ecological Risk Assessment Addenda, the risks posed to human health in SRIA Parcels 4, 5 and
6 require the evaluation of remedial alternatives in the Supplemental Feasibility Study for
hypothetical future residential receptors. However, the results showed that risk to workers and
the environment are within EPA’s acceptable risk range. Table 2 shows a summary of the
exposures and risks in SRIA Parcels 4 to 6 that exceed EPA’s acceptable risk range.

Risks identified for each SRIA Parcel

SRIA Parcel 4 — The cumulative total Reasonable Maximum Exposure (RME) non-cancer risk
estimate to hypothetical future residential receptors in Parcel 4 (HQ = 5.0)" is driven by
homegrown produce ingestion, groundwater ingestion and incidental soil ingestion.

SRIA Parcel 5 — The cumulative total RME non-cancer risk estimate to hypothetical future
residential receptors in Parcel 5 (HQ = 2.4) is driven by groundwater ingestion, in addition to
contributions from homegrown produce ingestion and incidental soil ingestion.

SRIA Parcel 6 — Cumulative RME total lifetime cancer risks to hypothetical future residents
were found to exceed EPA’s acceptable risk rangez. This risk estimate is driven by the

' A hazard quotient (HQ) greater than 1.0 exceeds the acceptable risk range.







groundwater ingestion and external exposure to gamma radiation pathways. The cumulative
total RME non-cancer risk estimate to hypothetical future residential receptors in Parcel 6 (HQ =
15.1) is driven by homegrown produce ingestion, groundwater ingestion and incidental soil
ingestion.

Table 2: Risk Scenarios Contributing to Exceedences of EPA’s Acceptable Risk Range

FMC Plant Risk Driving Exposure Pathways Risk
OU Area 3
SRIA Resident soil ingestion Non-cancer hazard quotient (HQ)
Parcel 4 Resident consumption of homegrown produce exceeds 1 for each pathway
Resident groundwater ingestion
| SRIA Resident groundwater ingestion Non-cancer hazard quotient exceeds
Parcel 5 | for this pathway
SRIA Resident groundwater ingestion Cancer risk exceeds 3x10™ for all
Parcel 6 Resident external exposure to gamma radiation pathways combined
Resident soil ingestion Non-cancer hazard quotient exceeds
Resident consumption of homegrown produce 1 for each pathway
Resident groundwater ingestion

V. Ongoing Limitations and Responsibilities Established by FMC with the County of
Power, State of Idaho

Power County Book of Records Instrument Number 174944, Deed Parcels 3, 4 and 5 encompass
SRIA Parcels 1 through 6, as shown on Figure 2. Deed Parcels 3, 4 and 5 specified in this
Instrument have been encumbered with the use restrictions and prohibitions listed below by a
Covenant Restricting Use of the Property that was recorded by the Power County Recorder on
September 20, 2010 as Power County Book of Records Instrument Number 198944, a copy of
which is included in Appendix C.

FMC Idaho LLC, as owner of the property located in Power County, Idaho adopted the
covenants, conditions and restrictions described below which apply to and run with the Property
in perpetuity. These covenants, conditions and restrictions are necessary to ensure the
development of the property in a manner consistent with protection of human health and the
environment.

1. The Property, and any portion thereof, shall not be used or developed for any residential
purposes, child care, hospitals, schools, churches or other religious premises, or residential
use associated with commercial premises, such as managers’ housing at hotels or motels.

2 EPA’s acceptable risk range is generally defined as 1E-04 to 1E-06 but also includes and upperbound of 3E-04 as
essentially equivalent to 1E-04 (see EPA’s Establishment of Cleanup Levels for CERCLA sites with Radioactive
Contamination, OSWER No. 9200 4-18, 1997.).







2. There shall be no extraction of groundwater under the Property for human consumption that
exceeds the Maximum Contaminant Levels prescribed by the federal Safe Drinking Water
Act?

3. The Property shall not be used for growing fruits and vegetables for human consumption.

These covenants and restrictions are enforceable by any party with a claim or interest in the
property.

Power County zoning regulations constitute an additional and separate restriction against
residential use of the property, apart from the restrictions placed by the 2010 covenant.
These zoning regulations place the property in a Heavy Industrial Zone. That zoning
classification prohibits residential use. (See Appendix D.)

VI. Provisos

This RfR Determination is an environmental status report that documents a technical
determination and does not have any legally binding effect, nor does it expressly or implicitly
create, expand, or limit any legal rights, obligations, responsibilities, expectations, or benefits of
any party. U.S. EPA assumes no responsibility for reuse activities or for any possible or
potential harm that might result from reuse activities. U.S. EPA retains any and all rights and
authorities it has, including but not limited to, legal, equitable, or administrative rights. U.S.
EPA specifically retains any and all rights and authorities it has to conduct, direct, oversee,
and/or require environmental response actions in connection with the Site, including instances
when new or additional information has been discovered regarding the contamination or
conditions at the Site that indicate that the remedy and/or the conditions at the Site are no longer
protective of human health or the environment for the uses identified in the RfR Determination.

This RfR Determination remains valid only as long as the limitations specified in the 2010
restrictive covenants described above are met.

The parcels addressed in the RfR Determination are subject to local land use regulations.

? Only shallow zone groundwater has been shown to be contaminated on SRIA parcel 6 and is not currently in use as
a water supply source.
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Appendix A - Abbreviations and Acronyms

AQOC — Administrative Order on Consent

AR — Administrative Record

CERCLA - Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
(Superfund)

ICs — institutional controls

HRS - Hazard Ranking System

NPL — National Priorities List of Superfund hazardous waste sites
O&M — Operation and Maintenance

PCOR - Preliminary Close Out Report

RCRA - Resource Conservation and Recovery Act

RfR Determination — Ready for Reuse Determination

RI/FS — Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study

ROD - Record of Decision

RPM - Remedial Project Manager

IDEQ - Idaho Department of Environmental Quality

U.S. EPA — United States Environmental Protection Agency







Appendix B - Glossary

Consent Decree: A legal document, approved by a judge, that formalizes an agreement reached
between U.S. EPA and potentially responsible parties (PRPs) through which PRPs will conduct
all or part of a cleanup action at a Superfund site; cease or correct actions or processes that are
polluting the environment; or otherwise comply with U.S. EPA-initiated regulatory enforcement
actions to resolve the contamination at the Superfund site involved. The consent decree
describes the actions PRPs will take and may be subject to a public comment period.

Engineering controls: Engineering controls eliminate or reduce exposure to a chemical or
physical hazard through the use of engineered machinery or equipment. An example of an
engineering control is a protective cover over waste left on site.

Exposure pathways: Exposure pathways are means by which contaminants can reach populations
of people, plants, or animals. Exposure pathways include ground water, surface water, soil, and
air.

Feasibility Study (FS): A study of a hazardous waste site intended to (1) evaluate alternative
remedial actions from technical, environmental, and cost-effectiveness perspectives; (2)
recommend the cost-effective remedial action; and (3) prepare a conceptual design, a cost
estimate for budgetary purposes, and a preliminary construction schedule.

Institutional controls (ICs): Non-engineered instruments, such as administrative and/or legal
controls, that help minimize the potential for human exposure to contamination and/or protect the
integrity of a remedy by limiting land or resource use.

National Priorities List (NPL): Sites are listed on the NPL upon completion of Hazard Ranking
System (HRS) screening, public solicitation of comments about the proposed site, and
consideration of all comments. The NPL primarily serves as an information and management
tool. The identification of a site for the NPL is intended primarily to guide U.S. EPA in:
determining which sites warrant further investigation to assess the nature and extent of the
human health and environmental risks associated with a site; identifying what CERCLA-
financed remedial actions may be appropriate; notifying the public of sites U.S. EPA believes
warrant further investigation; and serving notice to potentially responsible parties that U.S. EPA
may initiate CERCLA-financed remedial action.

Operation and Maintenance (O&M): O&M activities are conducted after remedial actions are
complete in order to ensure that remedies are operational and effective.

Potentially Responsible Parties (PRPs): The Superfund law (CERCLA) allows U.S. EPA to
respond to releases or threatened releases of hazardous substances into the environment. Under
CERCLA, PRPs are expected to conduct or pay for the cleanup. The Superfund enforcement
program identifies the PRPs at the site; negotiates with PRPs to do the cleanup; and recovers
from PRPs the costs spent by U.S. EPA at Superfund cleanups.

II







Preliminary Assessment (PA): Preliminary assessments are investigations of site conditions to
ascertain the source, nature, extent, and magnitude of the contamination.

Record of Decision (ROD): The ROD documents the cleanup decision for the site or a portion of
a NPL site and the supporting analyses.

Remedial Action (RA): The implementation of a permanent resolution to address a release or
potential release of a hazardous substance from a site.

Remedial Design (RD): The process of fully detailing and specifying the selected remedy
identified in the ROD.

Remedial Investigation (RI): An investigation intended to gather the data necessary to: (1)
determine the nature and extent of problems at the site; (2) establish cleanup criteria for the site;
(3) identify preliminary alternative remedial actions; and (4) support the technical and cost
analyses of the alternatives.

Site Inspection (SI): The process of collecting site data and samples to characterize the severity
of the hazard for the hazard ranking score and/or enforcement support.
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Recording Requested By and
When Recorded Return to:

Instrument # 198944
POWER COUNTY, IDAHO

9-20-2010 11:31:01 No. of Pages: 12
Recorded for : FMC IDAHO LLC é
CHRISTINE STEINLICHT : 43.00
Ex-Officlo Recorder Dep [a

SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDERS USE ONLY

THIS PROPERTY IS SUBJECT TO AN ENVIRONMENTAL COVENANT IMPOSIING
ACTIVITY AND USE LIMITATIONS PURSUANT TO THE UNIFORM
ENVIRONMENTAL COVENANTS ACT, IDAHO CODE § 55-3001, et segq.

ENVIRONMENTAL COVENANT

FMC Idaho LLC ("*FMC”) as the owner of the Property described below grants this
Environmental Covenant pursuant to the Uniform Environmental Covenants Act, Idaho
Code §§ 55-3001 through 3015. FMC grants this Environmental Covenant to itself and
its assigns as “holders” as defined at Idaho Code § 55-3002(6). This Environmental
Covenant sets forth protective provisions, covenants, restrictions and conditions
(collectively referred to as “Activity and Use Limitations”) on the Property described
below. The Activity and Use Limitations are designed to protect natural resources,
human health and the environment. The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
("EPA") and the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (the “Department”) are
signing this Environmental Covenant as “agencies” as that term is defined in Idaho
Code § 55-3002(2). The rights granted to EPA and the Department under UECA and
this Environmental Covenant are not interests in real property and they are not “holders”
under this Environmental Covenant.

Property. This Environmental Covenant concerns FMC-owned property located north of
Highway 30 in Power County, Idaho that is within the FMC Plant Operable Unit of the
Eastern Michaud Flats (“EMF") Superfund Site, a National Priorities List site under the
federal Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act. The
Property consists of Parcel 3 of the property conveyed to FMC under Instrument
Number 174944 as recorded in the Power County recorder’s office, also designated as
Supplemental Remedial Investigation Addendum (“SRIA”) Parcels 4, 5 and 6, and is
legally described in the attached Schedule A (hereinafter referred to as the “Property”).
The general location of the Property is shown on the map attached as Schedule B.

Property Ownership. FMC hereby represents and warrants to the other signatories to
this Environmental Covenant that it is the sole owner of the Property, holds fee simple
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title to the Property, and has the power and authority to enter into this Environmental
Covenant.

Reason for Activity and Use Limitations. FMC never conducted elemental phosphorus
processing, phosphate ore handling or process waste management at the Property.
However, its location directly north of other FMC property at which FMC carried out
these operations prior to shutdown in 2001 and near the J.R. Simplot Company
(“Simplot”) phosphorus ore processing plant that remains in operation has caused soil
and ground water contamination at the Property as detailed in the administrative record
referenced below. EPA issued a Record of Decision (“ROD") in June 1998 that
selected remedial action for the EMF Superfund Site including the Property, but EPA is
reviewing that ROD with respect to the FMC Plant Operable Unit including what
remedial action, if any, may be required at the Property. The Activity and Use
Restrictions set forth herein are not inconsistent with the remedial action that EPA
selected in the June 1998 ROD. EPA has concluded that it is appropriate to issue a
Ready for Reuse Determination for the Property notwithstanding the current remedial
action re-evaluation, based on the environmental characterization that FMC has
conducted at the Property, the levels of soil and groundwater contaminants that have
been found, the activity and use restrictions placed by this Environmental Covenant,
and other factors. This Environmental Covenant supports the EPA Ready for Reuse
Determination.

Name and Location of Administrative Record. A copy of the administrative record for
the EMF Superfund Site, which encompasses the Property, can be found at the Idaho
State University Library, 921 South 8th Avenue, Pocatello, Idaho 83209.

Activity and Use Limitations. By acceptance and recordation of this Environmental
Covenant, FMC and any successors in interest (i.e., future owners of the Property or
any portion thereof) are hereby restricted from using the Property, now or at any time in
the future, as specifically set forth below:

1. The Property, and any portion thereof, shall not be used for any residential
purposes, child care, hospitals, schools, churches or other religious premises, or
residential use associated with commercial premises such as managers’' housing
at hotels or motels.

2. There shall be no extraction of ground water under the Property for human
consumption that exceeds the Maximum Contaminant Levels prescribed by the
federal Safe Drinking Water Act.

3. The Property shall not be used for growing fruits and vegetables for human
consumption.

FMC or its successors in interest shall be solely responsible for demonstrating that use
on the Property is in conformity with the Activity and Use Limitations. If any event or
action occurs that constitutes or may constitute a breach of the activity and use
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limitations, FMC or any successors in interest shall notify EPA and the Department
within thirty (30) days of becoming aware of the event or action, and shall remedy the
breach of the activity and use limitations within sixty (60) days of becoming aware of the
event or action, or such other time frame as may be agreed to by FMC or any
successors in interest, EPA and the Department.

Amendment by Consent. This Environmental Covenant may be amended by consent
pursuant to Idaho Code § 55-3010. Except for an assignment undertaken pursuant to a
governmental reorganization, assignment of the Environmental Covenant to a new
holder is an amendment.

Duration and Termination. The Activity and Use Limitations shall apply to the Property,
or any subdivided portion thereof, in perpetuity unless FMC or its successors in interest
apply to EPA and the Department to have this Environmental Covenant terminated
pursuant to Idaho Code § 55-3010 and demonstrate that contaminated soils and ground
water are at levels the EPA and the Department deem in writing to be adequate for the
Property, or any subdivided portion thereof, to be developed for unrestricted use.

Provisions to Run With the Land. Each and all of the Activity and Use Limitations shall
run with the land, and pass with each and every portion of the Property, and shall apply
to and bind the respective successors in interest thereof. Each and all of the Activity
and Use Limitations are imposed upon the entire Property unless expressly stated as
applicable to a specific portion of the Property.

Concurrence of Subseguent Owners Presumed. All purchasers, lessees, or possessors
of any portion of the Property shall be deemed by their purchase, leasing, or possession
of such Property to be in accord with the foregoing and to agree for and among
themselves, and their successors, that the Activity and Use Limitations as herein
established must be adhered to and that their interest in the Property shall be subject to
the Activity and Use Limitations contained herein.

Recording/ Filing of Environmental Covenant. This Environmental Covenant and any
amendment or termination of the Environmental Covenant shall be recorded in the
Power County recorder’s office. This Environmental Covenant shall be recorded by
FMC or its successors in interest within fifteen (15) days of receipt of this Environmental
Covenant signed by all parties. Any amendment or termination shall be recorded by the
owner at that time within fifteen (15) days of receipt of such amendment or termination
signed by all parties. Within thirty (30) days of the recording of this Environmental
Covenant cr any amendment or termination, FMC, its successors in interest or the
owner at the time of amendment or termination shall provide to EPA and the
Department a copy of this recorded Environmental Covenant or any amendment or
termination of this Environmental Covenant. Upon receipt of the copy of the recorded
Environmental Covenant, and any amendment or termination, the Department shall post
the copy of the fully executed instrument in the Registry as required by Idaho Code
Section 55-3012(1). In addition, a copy of the recorded Environmental Covenant, or
any amendment or termination, shall be provided by the owner at that time to the
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following persons: (a) each person that signed the Environmental Covenant; (b) each
person holding a recorded interest in the Property; (c) each person in possession of the
Property; (d) Power County; and (e) any other person as EPA or the Department may
require. The validity of the Environmental Covenant is not affected by failure to provide
a copy of the Environmental Covenant as required under this section.

Compliance Reporting. FMC, and/or any successors in interest, shall submit annually
to the Department and EPA written documentation verifying that the activity and use
limitations remain in place and compliance with the activity and use limitations.

Enforcement. EPA, the Department and any party to the Environmental Covenant shall
have authority to enforce the Activity and Use Limitations against the owner at the time
of a violation of this Environmental Covenant and any other person then using the
Property. Failure to comply with any of the Activity and Use Limitations set forth herein
shall be grounds for EPA, the Department, or their successors, to require the owner at
that time to correct or remove any violations of this Environmental Covenant. Violation
of this Environmental Covenant shall be grounds for EPA, the Department or their
successors to file civil actions against the owner at that time as provided by law or in
equity including, without limitation, the Uniform Environmental Covenants Act, Idaho
Code § 55-3011.

Non-Waiver. No failure on the part of EPA, the Department or any holder at any time to
require performance of any term of this Environmental Covenant shall be taken or held
to be a waiver of such term or in any way affect the rights of EPA, the Department or
any holder to enforce such term.

Property Access. EPA and the Department shall have a right of access to the Property
at reasonable times for the purposes of evaluating compliance with this Environmental
Covenant.

Notice of Conveyance of Property. Within thirty (30) days after the closing of any
conveyance of the Property, or part thereof, the conveyor of the Property shall provide
written notice to EPA, the Department and Power County regarding the name and
address of all the then owners and/or occupants of the Property, or part thereof,
conveyed. EPA and the Department shall not, by reason of this Environmental
Covenant, have authority to approve, disapprove, or otherwise affect any conveyance of
the Property except as otherwise provided by law.

Notices. All notices required or permitted to be given hereunder shall be in writing and
mailed in the United States Mail, postage prepaid, by certified or registered mail, return
receipt requested, to the appropriate address indicated below or at such other place or
places as FMC or its successors, EPA or its successors, or the Department or its
successors, may, from time to time, respectively, designate in a written notice given to
the other parties. Notices that are deposited in the United States Mail in accordance
with the terms of this provision shall be deemed received three (3) days after the date of
mailing thereof.
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FMC IDAHO LLC: FMC Corporation
ATTN: Barbara Ritchie
Associate Director, Environmental
1735 Market Street
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103

EPA: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
ATTN: Kira Lynch
EMF Superfund Project Manager
Office of Environmental Cleanup (ECL-113)
1200 Sixth Avenue
Seattle, Washington 98101

THE DEPARTMENT: Idaho Department of Environmental Quality
ATTN: State Response Program Manager
1410 N. Hilton
Boise, Idaho 83706

Partial [nvalidity. If any portion of the Environmental Covenant or terms set forth herein
is determined to be invalid for any reason, the remaining portion shall remain in full
force and effect as if such invalidated portion had not been included herein.

Headings. Headings at the beginning of each section of this Environmental Covenant
are solely for the convenience of the parties and are not a part of the Environmental
Covenant.

Idaho Code References. All references to the ldaho Code sections include successor
provisions.

Reservation of Rights. Notwithstanding any provision of this Environmental Covenant,
EPA and the Department retain all of their access and enforcement authorities under
any applicable statute or rule. Nothing in this Environmental Covenant shall affect the
ability of EPA or the Department to enforce the terms of any consent decree or other
agreement or order relating to remediation of the Property entered into between EPA
and/or the Department, on the one hand, and FMC and/or other parties. Nothing in this
Environmental Covenant shall affect the obligations of FMC or other parties under any
consent decree or other agreement or order. Acceptance by EPA and the Department
hereunder is based upon the information presently known or available to EPA and the
Department with respect to the environmental condition of the Property, and EPA and
the Department reserve the right to take appropriate action under applicable authorities
in the event EPA or the Department determines that new information warrants such
action.

Effective Date. The effective date of this instrument shall be the date the fully executed
Environmental Covenant is recorded at the Power County recorder’s office.
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Signature and Acknowledgments
Accepted:

Idaho Department of Environmental Quality

Signature: 4\) = _—

Printed Name: Toni Hardesty

Title: Director, Idaho Department of Environmental Quality

Date: 9/2/10

State of Idaho )
) ss.
County of Ada )
On this Q day of 1) 7, inthe yeargz/o , before me, a Notary Public in

and for said County and'State, personally appeared Toni Hardesty, known or identified
o me to be the Director of the Idaho Department of Environmental Quality that executed
this Environmental Covenant, and acknowledged to me that the Idaho Department of
Environmental Quality executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the |
day and year in this certificate first above written. |

“||Illll",.

0 ?;\‘() 512f() ,4qa; \ f
SN otary Public for Idaho: Zim /). ﬂ{ﬂm
[

PU W
7% ¢ Rdsiding at: /)M;m, @
VvoiTE
pu? _.-'\;)Y:.Q)mmission Expires: /A?O/-?O/S‘
& |
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» L
......Q‘

TP L
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Signature and Acknowledgments

Accepted:

United States Environmental Protection Agency

Signature: 4@ 2 %éﬂ

Printed Name: Daniel D. Opalski _
Title: Director, Office of Environmental Cleanup, Region 10
Date: 5/2 6/2 /0
State of Washington )

) ss.
County of King )
On this & ')day of ggms,—_- , inthe year 2o/ 0, beforg me, a Notary Public in
and for said County and State, personally appeared IEL LSK|, known
or identified to me to be the CEr-ich » i the

United States Environmental Protection Agency that executed this Environmental
Covenant, and acknowledged to me that the United States Environmental Protection

Agency executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the
day and year in this certificate first above written.

No&nyPubW;é;E;Eigzzgz:67734%:%ii:%;%ffi43
R &; !é}&ﬂ«ugé ‘o

*\‘gaiqm%"at: élﬁﬁ‘rrk
*LOAL A ’
/;:g‘ j ""E,’xpires: 7/51 //3
’ 1 %, X
F o"%,,% EA
E P, 0)1.“ _._;i' ::5
%, ® gm0
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Signature and Acknowledgments
Accepted:

FMC Idaho LLC

Signature:

///4

/

Printed Nameé@hn T. Ba‘ﬁﬁolomew

Title: President
Date: 81/3 /2’0 o
State of _ﬁam_;fhmlﬁ__ )

) Ss.

County of Pl iafe ( ginie. )
On this gt~ day of A,é S ¥ , inthe year dp;p , before me, a Notary Public in

and for said County and State, personally appeared John T. Bartholomew, known or
identified to me to be the President of FMC Idaho, LLC that executed this Environmental
Covenant, and acknowledged to me that FMC ldaho LLC executed the same.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set my hand and affixed my official seal the
day and year in this certificate first above written.

Notary Public for ( ?554 2y fg §4mf‘,; :

Residing at: e aA lareer €4 ailadle laa) //‘) /77053

Commission Expires: ﬂ;ga'l § 2oy

COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
NOTARIAL SEAL
AGNES F. SHAFIE, Notary Public
City of P!ntgdolphiq, Phila. County
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SCHEDULE A

A parcel of land located in the SW % of the NE 14, and in the SE % of the NW %, and in
US Government Lots 5 and 8, all in section 7, T6S, R34E, B.M., Power County, ldaho,
more particularly described as follows:

Beginning at the Northeast corner of the SE 74 NW % of said section 7, said corner
being marked by a found 5/8-inch diameter rebar with a 2-inch diameter aluminum cap
stamped “PE/LS 44407,
Thence S 0°02’23” E along the meridional centerline of section 7, and along the West
deed line of Parcel B, described in instrument #166781, 350.01 feet to the Southwest
deed corner of said Parcel B, said point being marked by a found %:-inch rebar with a
yellow plastic cap stamped “PE/LS 44407,
Thence S 89°32'13" E parallel with the North 1/16 line of section 7, and along the South
deed line of
Parcel B, 674.35 feet to the Northeast deed corner of Parcel C, described in instrument
#166780, said point being marked by a found %s-inch rebar with a yellow plastic cap
stamped “PE/LS 44407,
Thence S 24°32'00” E along the Easterly deed line of said Parcel C, 81.90 feet to the
Southwest deed corner of Parcel D, described in instrument #166781, said corner being
marked by a found Yz-inch rebar with a yellow plastic cap stamped “PE/LS 4440";
Thence S 71°43'51" E along the Southerly deed line of said instrument #166781, 113.39
feet to the Southeast deed corner of said Parcel D, said corner being marked by a found
Ys-inch rebar with a yellow plastic cap stamped “PE/LS 44407,
Thence N 21°03'32" E along the Easterly deed line of said Parcel D, and along the
Westerly bank of the Portneuf River, 62.92 feet to a point on the South deed line of
instrument #164682, said point being the Northeast deed corner of said Parcel D, and
said point being marked by a found Y-inch rebar with a yellow plastic cap stamped
“PE/LS 44407, ‘
Thence S 89°32’13” E along the South deed line of said instrument #164682, 82.69 feet
to a point on the Easterly Bank of the Portneuf River, said point being on the Easterly
deed line of instrument #164922, said point being marked by a set 5/8-inch diameter
rebar with a yellow plastic cap stamped “PLS 44407,
Thence Southeasterly along the Easterly bank of the Portneuf River the following six
courses and distances:
S 3°37°20" W, 359.02 feet; S 6°00'46” E, 120.27feet; S 21°19'31” E, 48.04 feet;
S 57°01'20" E, 218.85 feet; S 44°19'16" E, 129.23 feet; S 7°50'22" E, 45.66 feet
to a point on the Northerly line of the frontage road known as Batiste Lane, said point
being marked by a set 5/8-inch diameter rebar with a yellow plastic cap stamped “PLS
4440";
Thence Westerly along said Northerly line of Batiste Lane the following eight courses
and distances:

4

“ { )







S 86°45'14" W, 585.53 feet to a found State of Idaho right-of-way monument;
Thence N 83°08'56" W, 150.65 feet to a found State of Idaho right-of-way
monument;
Thence S 89°18'25” W, 376.93 feet to a point of tangency with a 1372.40 foot
radius curve, said point being marked by a found State of Idaho right-of-way
monument;
Thence Northwesterly along a curve to the right, said curve having a central
angle of 23°42'44", a radius of 1372.40 feet and a chord bearing of N 78°50'13"
W, for an arc length of 567.97 feet to a point of non-tangency, said point being
marked by a found State of Idaho right-of-way monument;
Thence N 73°14’35” W, 181.45 feet to a found State of Idaho right-of-way
monument;
Thence N 66°58'13” W, 444.69 feet to a point of tangency with a 326.48 foot
radius curve, said point being marked by a found State of Idaho right-of-way
monument;
Thence Westerly along a curve to the left, said curve having a central angle of
53°41'54", a radius of 326.48 feet and a chord bearing of S 86°10'50” W, for an
arc length of 305.98 feet to a point of non-tangency, said point being marked by a
found State of Idaho right-of-way monument;
Thence S 59°19'48” W, 16.83 feet to a point on the Easterly line of Tank Farm
Road, said point being marked by a set 5/8-inch diameter rebar with an
aluminum cap stamped “PLS 44407,
Thence Northerly along said Easterly line of Tank Farm Road the following four courses
and distances:
N 30°40'10” W, 9.42 feet to a point of tangency with a 656.20 foot radius curve,
said point being marked by a found State of Idaho right-of-way monument;
Thence Northwesterly along a curve to the right, said curve having a central
angle of 31°17’50", a radius of 656.20 feet and a chord bearing of N 15°01'15" W,
for an arc length of 358.44 feet to a point of non-tangency, said point being
marked by a found State of Idaho right-of-way monument;
Thence N 0°38'07" E, 159.48 feet to a found State of Idaho right-of-way
monument;
Thence N 1°48'24" W, 354.04 feet to a point on the Southerly line of Tank Farm
Road, said point being marked by a found State of Idaho right-of-way monument;
Thence N 89°26'17” W, 88.72 feet to a point on the Westerly line of Tank Farm Road,
said point being marked by a found State of Idaho right-of-way monument;
Thence Southerly along said Westerly line of Tank Farm Road the following five
courses and distances:
S 2°55'58" W, 403.93 feet to a found State of Idaho right-of-way monument;
Thence S 0°26'27" E, 109.48 feet to a point of non-tangency with a 776.20 foot
radius curve, said point being marked by a found State of Idaho right-of-way
monument;
Thence Southeasterly along a curve to the left, said curve having a central angle
of 31°15'29”, a radius of 776.20 feet and a chord bearing of S 14°45'20” E, for an

10/;2







arc length of 423.46 feet to a point of non-tangency, said point being marked by a
set 5/8-inch diameter rebar with an aluminum cap stamped “PLS 4440";
Thence S 30°40'42" E, 203.18 feet to a found State of Idaho right-of-way
monument;
Thence S 0°17'17" E, 66.23 feet to a point on the North line of Interstate 86 (I-
86), said point being marked by a found State of Idaho right-of-way monument;
Thence Westerly along said North line of I-86, the following three courses and
distances:
S 77°10'00" W, 664.78 feet to a found State of Idaho right-of-way monument;
Thence S 89°19'20" W, 312.56 feet to a point of tangency with a 11,609.10 foot
radius curve, said point being marked by a found State of Idaho right-of-way
monument;
Thence Westerly along a curve to the left, said curve having a central angle of
2°27'18", a radius of 11,609.10 feet and a chord bearing of S 88°05'41” W, for an
arc length of 497.42 feet to a point of non-tangency, said point being on the West
line of section 7, and said point being marked by a set 5/8-inch diameter rebar
with an aluminum cap stamped “PLS 4440,
Thence N 0°16'19” E along the West line of said section 7, 60.89 feet to the West V4
corner of section 7, said corner being marked by a found 1-inch diameter pipe buried
2.5 feet deep with no markings;
Thence continuing N 0°14'06” E along the West line of said section 7, 1327.23 feet to
the North 1/16 corner on the West line of section 7, said corner being marked by a set
5/8-inch diameter rebar with an aluminum cap stamped “PLS 44407,
Thence S 89°26'59" E along the North 1/16 line of section 7, 2803.14 feet to the true
point of beginning.
Said parcel containing 92.3 acres, more or less.
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Appendix D — Map of Power County Heavy Industrial Zone around Site
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Lepic FOIA FW: Request for Appointment [FMC Related]
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:31:19 AM

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Magorrian, Matthew

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 3:39 PM

To: McLerran, Dennis; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori
Cc: Pirzadeh, Michelle; Tyler, Kendra; Woods, Jim

Subject: RE: Request for Appointment [FMC Related]

Great — I'll go ahead and confirm a time on the 13 or 14,

Matt

From: Mclerran, Dennis

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 3:32 PM

To: Magorrian, Matthew; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori
Cc: Pirzadeh, Michelle; Tyler, Kendra; Woods, Jim

Subject: RE: Request for Appointment [FMC Related]

Matt:

| would be happy to meet with him but want Rick and Lori to reach out to FMC to see what he would
like to tee up and what our messages to them should be. Thanks.

Dennis
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From: Magorrian, Matthew

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 1:43 PM

To: Mclerran, Dennis; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori
Cc: Pirzadeh, Michelle; Tyler, Kendra; Woods, Jim

Subject: FW: Request for Appointment [FMC Related]
Importance: High

Dennis —

Would you like Rick to meet with Barry Crawford (VP of FMC Operations), before we set something
up for you to meet with him?

You're available on both days he’s suggesting.

Matt

From: Barry Crawford [mailto:Barry.Crawford @fmc.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:33 AM

To: MclLerran, Dennis

Cc: Magorrian, Matthew; R10-ORA; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori; Williams, Jonathan;
Lizanne Davis; Lori Hardy

Subject: Request for Appointment

Dear Regional Administrator McLerran,

| would like to schedule an appointment with you to discuss FMC’s implementation of the IRODA at
Pocatello as well as potential redevelopment opportunities. | am available to meet with you in
Seattle on either January 13 or the morning of January 14, 2015. Please let me know if those dates
work or alternatively, others that might.

| look forward to meeting you.
Sincerely,

!»\5 tlrr(}/ tra 1#(‘77‘[[
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: Lepic FOIA FW: Request for Appointment [FMC Related]
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 11:14:30 AM

Importance: High

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Magorrian, Matthew

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 1:43 PM

To: Mclerran, Dennis; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori
Cc: Pirzadeh, Michelle; Tyler, Kendra; Woods, Jim

Subject: FW: Request for Appointment [FMC Related]
Importance: High

Dennis —

Would you like Rick to meet with Barry Crawford (VP of FMC Operations), before we set something
up for you to meet with him?

You're available on both days he’s suggesting.

Matt

From: Barry Crawford [mailto:Barry.Crawford@fmc.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:33 AM

To: MclLerran, Dennis

Cc: Magorrian, Matthew; R10-ORA; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori; Williams, Jonathan;
Lizanne Davis; Lori Hardy

Subject: Request for Appointment

Dear Regional Administrator McLerran,

| would like to schedule an appointment with you to discuss FMC’s implementation of the IRODA at
Pocatello as well as potential redevelopment opportunities. | am available to meet with you in
Seattle on either January 13 or the morning of January 14, 2015. Please let me know if those dates
work or alternatively, others that might.
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| look forward to meeting you.
Sincerely,

«»Earrj/ (Crauy%rd'






From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Lepic FOIA FW: Request for Appointment [FMC Related]
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:31:28 AM

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup
Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Mclerran, Dennis

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 3:32 PM

To: Magorrian, Matthew; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori
Cc: Pirzadeh, Michelle; Tyler, Kendra; Woods, Jim

Subject: RE: Request for Appointment [FMC Related]

Matt:

I would be happy to meet with him but want Rick and Lori to reach out to FMC to see what he would
like to tee up and what our messages to them should be. Thanks.

Dennis

From: Magorrian, Matthew

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 1:43 PM

To: MclLerran, Dennis; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori
Cc: Pirzadeh, Michelle; Tyler, Kendra; Woods, Jim

Subject: FW: Request for Appointment [FMC Related]
Importance: High

Dennis —

Would you like Rick to meet with Barry Crawford (VP of FMC Operations), before we set something
up for you to meet with him?

You’re available on both days he’s suggesting.
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Matt

From: Barry Crawford [mailto:Barry.Crawford@fmc.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:33 AM

To: MclLerran, Dennis
Cc: Magorrian, Matthew; R10-ORA; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori; Williams, Jonathan;

Lizanne Davis; Lori Hardy
Subject: Request for Appointment

Dear Regional Administrator McLerran,

| would like to schedule an appointment with you to discuss FMC’s implementation of the IRODA at
Pocatello as well as potential redevelopment opportunities. | am available to meet with you in
Seattle on either January 13 or the morning of January 14, 2015. Please let me know if those dates

work or alternatively, others that might.
| look forward to meeting you.
Sincerely,

Ean:}/ (Crauférd-
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Lepic FOIA FW: Request for Appointment
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:37:22 AM

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Magorrian, Matthew

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 1:45 PM
To: Barry Crawford

Subject: RE: Request for Appointment

Mr. Crawford,

Thank you for your request to meet with Regional Administrator MclLerran. We are in the process of
reviewing your request and will reply with Dennis’ availability soon.

Matt

Matthew J. Magorrian | Executive Office Manager
Assistant to Dennis McLerran, Regional Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10
Phone: 206-553-6284 | Cell: 206-437-9327

From: Barry Crawford [mailto:Barry.Crawford @fmc.com]

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:33 AM

To: Mclerran, Dennis

Cc: Magorrian, Matthew; R10-ORA; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori; Williams, Jonathan;
Lizanne Davis; Lori Hardy

Subject: Request for Appointment

Dear Regional Administrator McLerran,

| would like to schedule an appointment with you to discuss FMC’s implementation of the IRODA at
Pocatello as well as potential redevelopment opportunities. | am available to meet with you in
Seattle on either January 13 or the morning of January 14, 2015. Please let me know if those dates
work or alternatively, others that might.
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| look forward to meeting you.
Sincerely,

ﬁan:}/ Crtmﬁnf






From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Lepic FOIA FW: Request for Appointment
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 11:15:21 AM

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Barry Crawford [mailto:Barry.Crawford@fmc.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:33 AM

To: MclLerran, Dennis
Cc: Magorrian, Matthew; R10-ORA; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori; Williams, Jonathan;

Lizanne Davis; Lori Hardy
Subject: Request for Appointment

Dear Regional Administrator McLerran,

| would like to schedule an appointment with you to discuss FMC’s implementation of the IRODA at
Pocatello as well as potential redevelopment opportunities. | am available to meet with you in
Seattle on either January 13 or the morning of January 14, 2015. Please let me know if those dates
work or alternatively, others that might.

| look forward to meeting you.
Sincerely,

ﬁarr'}/ trauy[én[
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Lepic FOIA FW: Request for Appointment
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 11:15:10 AM

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Albright, Rick

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:40 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Williams, Jonathan; Cohen, Lori
Subject: RE: Request for Appointment

Reactions? | assume this is time frame for meeting with FMC works okay for us. Would you all agree
with this?

From: Barry Crawford [mailto:Barry.Crawford@fmc.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:33 AM

To: MclLerran, Dennis
Cc: Magorrian, Matthew; R10-ORA; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori; Williams, Jonathan;

Lizanne Davis; Lori Hardy
Subject: Request for Appointment

Dear Regional Administrator McLerran,

| would like to schedule an appointment with you to discuss FMC’s implementation of the IRODA at
Pocatello as well as potential redevelopment opportunities. | am available to meet with you in
Seattle on either January 13 or the morning of January 14, 2015. Please let me know if those dates
work or alternatively, others that might.

| look forward to meeting you.
Sincerely,

ﬁarr'}/ (Grauy[érl[
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From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Lepic FOIA FW: Request for Appointment
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 11:14:51 AM

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Cohen, Lori

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:52 AM
To: Albright, Rick

Cc: Sheldrake, Beth; Williams, Jonathan
Subject: Re: Request for Appointment

Yes - in fact Beth suggested they put the request in writing.

Lori

Sent from my iPhone

On Dec 18, 2014, at 8:40 AM, "Albright, Rick" <Albright.Rick@epa.gov> wrote:

Reactions? | assume this is time frame for meeting with FMC works okay for us. Would
you all agree with this?

From: Barry Crawford [mailto:Barry.Crawford@fmc.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:33 AM

To: MclLerran, Dennis

Cc: Magorrian, Matthew; R10-ORA; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori;
Williams, Jonathan; Lizanne Davis; Lori Hardy

Subject: Request for Appointment

Dear Regional Administrator McLerran,

| would like to schedule an appointment with you to discuss FMC’s implementation of
the IRODA at Pocatello as well as potential redevelopment opportunities. | am
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available to meet with you in Seattle on either January 13 or the morning of January
14, 2015. Please let me know if those dates work or alternatively, others that might.

| look forward to meeting you.

Sincerely,

»Z;arr}/ trauy%n[






From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Lepic FOIA FW: Request for Appointment
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 9:30:25 AM

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Magorrian, Matthew

Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 3:42 PM

To: Barry Crawford; McLerran, Dennis

Cc: R10-ORA,; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori; Williams, Jonathan; Lizanne Davis; Lori
Hardy

Subject: RE: Request for Appointment

Hi Barry,

I would like to propose a meeting on Wednesday, January 14, 2015 at 11:00am here in our office.

Alternatively we could meet on Tuesday the 30t at 3:30pm.

Please let me know which time works best for you.

Thank you,

Matt

Matthew J. Magorrian | Executive Office Manager
Assistant to Dennis McLerran, Regional Administrator
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region 10
Phone: 206-553-6284 | Cell: 206-437-9327

From: Barry Crawford [mailto:Barry.Crawford@fmc.com]
Sent: Thursday, December 18, 2014 8:33 AM

To: MclLerran, Dennis

Cc: Magorrian, Matthew; R10-ORA; Sheldrake, Beth; Albright, Rick; Cohen, Lori; Williams, Jonathan;
Lizanne Davis; Lori Hardy

Subject: Request for Appointment
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Dear Regional Administrator McLerran,

| would like to schedule an appointment with you to discuss FMC’s implementation of the IRODA at

Pocatello as well as potential redevelopment opportunities. | am available to meet with you in
Seattle on either January 13 or the morning of January 14, 2015. Please let me know if those dates

work or alternatively, others that might.
| look forward to meeting you.
Sincerely,

‘/‘5 a le Cra 1(7[“)7‘{






From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Lepic FOIA FW: Visit To Seattle
Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 3:14:14 PM

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

From: Lizanne Davis [mailto:Lizanne.Davis@fmc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, December 31, 2014 10:41 AM

To: Sheldrake, Beth; Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Robert Forbes; Marguerite Carpenter

Subject: Visit To Seattle

Dear Beth and Jonathan,
Bob Forbes and | would like to visit with you January 13 to provide a

pre-briefing prior to our appointment on January 141 Please let me
know if this works with your schedules, as Bob and | will then make
travel plans.

Best,

Liz

Lizanne H. Davis

Director, Government Affairs
FMC Corporation

1050 K Street, NW

Suite 600

Washington, DC 20001

202.956.5211 (Office), 202.412.1055 (Cell)
202.956.5235 (Fax)

lizanne.davis@fmc.com



mailto:/O=EXCHANGELABS/OU=EXCHANGE ADMINISTRATIVE GROUP (FYDIBOHF23SPDLT)/CN=RECIPIENTS/CN=1891F77BB24249BD8FD4BBE0D271EF95-SHELDRAKE, BETH

mailto:McDonnell.Kimberlee@epa.gov

mailto:lizanne.davis@fmc.com




From: Williams, Jonathan

To: Jennings. Jannine; Sheldrake, Beth

Cc: McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: 2015 Simplot and Off Site

Date: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 6:39:05 PM

Thanks | received the FMC OU revised work plan too. It's an improvement but | still have some
concerns.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Jennings, Jannine

Sent: Wednesday, January 07, 2015 7:49 AM
To: Sheldrake, Beth; Williams, Jonathan
Subject: FW: 2015 Simplot and Off Site

FY1 — Kelly sent in his revised work plans for Simplot and the Off Plant OU. |
haven’t looked at them yet but the email doesn’t sound promising.

Jannine

Jannine Jennings

EPA Remedial Project Manger
206-553-2724
jennings.jannine@epa.gov

From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 4:33 PM

To: Jennings, Jannine

Cc: Virginia Monsisco

Subject: 2015 Simplot and Off Site

Jannine,

I have reviewed your comments of December 8, 2014 to the Draft Work Plan for a
Cooperative Agreement between the Shoshone Bannock Tribes Environmental Waste
Management Program and EPA for CERCLA support activities at the Simplot OU, EMF
Superfund Site.
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The regulations covering Superfund Cooperative Agreements (40 CFR 35) provide that Indian
Tribes may apply for support agency Cooperative Agreements to ensure their meaningful and
substantial involvement in the response activities and for participation in five-year reviews of
the continuing protectiveness of a remedial action. This includes the support agency (the
Tribes) furnishing currently available data to EPA, reviewing data and documents developed
pursuant to the CERCLA action and providing assistance to the lead agency (40 CFR 35.6240
and 35.6245).

Unfortunately it does not appear EPA and the Tribes see eye to eye on the requirements and
necessary work to ensure meaningful involvement of this project. Specifically, it seems EPA
does not want to provide the Tribes funding to complete a QAPP or obtain co-located
sampling of all constituents including radionuclides, which are present at the Simplot site and
likely migrating off-site.

As you know, Phosphoric Acid is leaking at this facility and is sitting on top of a clay layer.
To date, neither EPA nor Simplot can confirm the lateral dispersion of this plume. In
addition, Simplot shut down pumping of well 419 due to hazardous characteristics of water
that was pumped, and the increased cost of managing this water as a hazardous waste.
Because of this, it is likely Simplot has not contained their plume of groundwater
contamination and the contamination has flowed off-site on to the Fort Hall Reservation.

The Tribes find it necessary to co-locate samples of groundwater to determine if the
contamination migrating from this site has changed. This is absolutely necessary in order to
monitor Tribal trust resources and determine the protectiveness of the remedy being
implemented. Therefore, we have included Task 2 in the Cooperative Agreement
Application.

We are submitting the attached work plan that reflects the level of effort the Tribes expect to
be necessary for this project.

We look forward to your review.

Thanks
Kelly






From: Kelly Wright

To: Williams. Jonathan; susanh@ida.net

Cc: Virginia Monsisco; Greutert, Ed [USA]; Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov; Sheldrake, Beth; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: RE: EPA Comments to FMC on DCAMP

Date: Tuesday, January 06, 2015 8:47:11 AM

Thanks Jonathan. We will use the December version to provide comments back to you.
Kelly

From: Williams, Jonathan [mailto:Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov]
Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:22 PM

To: Susan Hanson; Kelly Wright

Cc: Virginia Monsisco; Greutert, Ed [USA]; Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov; Sheldrake, Beth; McDonnell,
Kimberlee

Subject: RE: EPA Comments to FMC on DCAMP

Susan and Kelly:

EPA has not yet provided written comments to FMC on their October 2014 proposed revisions to the DCAMP.
EPA verbally alerted FMC October 10, 2014 that we would be commenting on the proposed DCAMP revisions. At
that time EPA verbally identified the IDEQ permit attachment and reference to it as needing correction.

Prior to receipt of written comments from EPA, FMC submitted further proposed revisions December 19, 2014. It
appears that the December 2014 submittal has removed the IDEQ permit and references to it.

Attached are draft EPA comments on the DCAMP submittals of October 2014 and December 2014.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Susan Hanson [mailto:susanh@ida.net]
Sent: Monday, December 29, 2014 3:43 PM

To: greutert_ed@bah.com Greutert
Cc: Kelly Wright; Virginia Monsisco; Williams, Jonathan
Subject: EPA Comments to FMC on DCAMP

Ed,
Do you have a copy of the comments EPA submitted to FMC on the DCAMP? Could you please forward a copy?

Thanks
Susan Hanson



mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com

mailto:Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov

mailto:susanh@ida.net

mailto:vmonsisco@sbtribes.com

mailto:greutert_ed@bah.com

mailto:Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov

mailto:sheldrake.beth@epa.gov

mailto:McDonnell.Kimberlee@epa.gov

mailto:Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov

mailto:susanh@ida.net




From: Williams, Jonathan

To: susanh@ida.net; Kelly Wright

Cc: Virginia Monsisco; Greutert, Ed [USA]; Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov; Sheldrake, Beth; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: RE: EPA Comments to FMC on DCAMP

Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:21:46 PM

Attachments: EMC Revised DCAMP Draft Comments 1-5-15.docx

Susan and Kelly:

EPA has not yet provided written comments to FMC on their October 2014 proposed revisions to the DCAMP.
EPA verbally alerted FMC October 10, 2014 that we would be commenting on the proposed DCAMP revisions. At
that time EPA verbally identified the IDEQ permit attachment and reference to it as needing correction.

Prior to receipt of written comments from EPA, FMC submitted further proposed revisions December 19, 2014. It
appears that the December 2014 submittal has removed the IDEQ permit and references to it.

Attached are draft EPA comments on the DCAMP submittals of October 2014 and December 2014.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Susan Hanson [mailto:susanh@ida.net]
Sent: Monday, December 29, 2014 3:43 PM

To: greutert_ed@bah.com Greutert
Cc: Kelly Wright; Virginia Monsisco; Williams, Jonathan
Subject: EPA Comments to FMC on DCAMP

Ed,
Do you have a copy of the comments EPA submitted to FMC on the DCAMP? Could you please forward a copy?

Thanks
Susan Hanson
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DRAFT***January 5, 2015 ***DRAFT





EPA Comments on October 2014 and December 2014 Proposed Revisions to the Dust Control and Air Monitoring Plan (DCAMP)





Appendix C to the September 2014 Remedial Action Work Plan (RAWP) For Site-Wide Grading Phase





FMC UAO for RD/RA


EPA Docket No. CERCLA 10-2013-0116





Eastern Michaud Flats CERCLA Site


Power County and Fort Hall Reservation, Idaho








EPA has reviewed the proposed Dust Control and Air Monitoring Plan (DCAMP) revisions submitted October 4, 2014.  This DCAMP submittal is labelled Revision 1.0. Prior to receipt of written EPA comments, FMC submitted further revisions December 19, 2014.  These proposed revisions were shown in relation to Revision 1.0 although that submittal had not been approved.  The December 19, 2014 submittal is labelled Revision 2.0.





October 2014 Proposed DCAMP Revision 1.0





The proposed DCAMP revisions consist of replacing the current Sections 2.1.5 and 2.1.6 with a new Section 2.1.5 through 2.1.5.8 and the addition of Appendix B – Permit to Construct – Portable Rock Crushing Plant.





The submittal is consistent with Section 2.1.6 of the September 2014 DCAMP contained within the Remedial Action Work Plan for Site Wide Grading Phase which EPA approved with modifications September 5, 2014.  Section 2.1.6 of the existing approved DCAMP states:  “Methods to obtain appropriately sized slag for the capillary break layer of the ET caps will be determined by the remedial action construction contractor.  If the contractor opts to crush and screen, this Dust Control and Air Monitoring Plan will be updated and submitted for EPA review and approval based upon equipment and dust controls proposed by the contractor.”








1. Section 2.1.5 Slag Crushing, Screening, and Conveying:  References in this section need to be included in the Section 4.0 list of references.  This includes (NIOSH, 2012) in paragraphs one and two, (EPA 2003) in paragraph two, (NIOSH, 2003) in the paragraph following Table 2.2, and (USBM, 1978) in the paragraph following Table 2.2.


 


2. Section 2.1.5 Slag Crushing, Screening, and Conveying:  The last two sentences of the first paragraph, which make reference to Appendix B, must be removed. 





3. Section 2.1.5 Slag Crushing, Screening, and Conveying:  In addition to the (EPA, 2003) reference, briefly describe how the relative emission rate ratios of crushing and screening equipment were derived.





4. Section 2.1.5.7 Slag Crushing, Screening, and Conveying Monitoring:  The last bullet, which refers to Appendix B, must be removed.  Likewise, the phrase “consistent with the air permit” must be removed from the first sentence.





5. Appendix B – Permit to Construct:  This appendix contains a copy of an Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (IDEQ) permit.  Consistent with Paragraph 94 of the subject UAO, EPA is implementing the substantive requirements of the Federal Air Regulations for Reservations (FARR).  Appendix B must be removed.





December 2014 Proposed DCAMP Revision 





6. EPA comments on the October 2014 proposed DCAMP revisions (shown above) have been partly addressed in the December 2014 submittal. Comments 1and 3 still need to be addressed. 
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7. To avoid confusion, document revision numbers (rev. 1, 2, etc.) should reflect episodes of approval instead of submittal.  Resubmit proposed DCAMP Revision 1, consistent with comments on the October and December submittals, for EPA review and approval.














.  





From: Williams, Jonathan

To: Kelly Wright

Cc: susanh@ida.net; Virginia Monsisco; greutert_ed@bah.com; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: RE: SBT Comments on DCAMP

Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:15:51 PM

Thanks. I've reviewed SBT comments on the October 2014 proposed revisions (which FMC
highlighted in yellow) to the DCAMP. I've included some of that info in a set of draft EPA comments
that I'll send out soon.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com]

Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 4:13 PM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: susanh@ida.net; Virginia Monsisco; greutert_ed@bah.com
Subject: SBT Comments on DCAMP

Jonathan, please find attached copies of the Tribal comments on the DCAMP.
Have a great week-end.
Kelly
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From: Kelly Wright

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: susanh@ida.net; Virginia Monsisco; greutert_ed@bah.com; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: RE: SBT Comments on DCAMP

Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 4:17:30 PM

Do we want to wait to provide comments until after reviewing the one we just got?
Let me know
Kelly

From: Williams, Jonathan [mailto:Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov]

Sent: Monday, January 05, 2015 5:16 PM

To: Kelly Wright

Cc: Susan Hanson; Virginia Monsisco; greutert_ed@bah.com; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: RE: SBT Comments on DCAMP

Thanks. I've reviewed SBT comments on the October 2014 proposed revisions (which FMC
highlighted in yellow) to the DCAMP. I've included some of that info in a set of draft EPA comments
that Ill send out soon.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Kelly Wright [mailto:kwright@sbtribes.com]
Sent: Friday, December 12, 2014 4:13 PM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: susanh@ida.net; Virginia Monsisco; greutert_ed@bah.com
Subject: SBT Comments on DCAMP

Jonathan, please find attached copies of the Tribal comments on the DCAMP.
Have a great week-end.
Kelly
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From: Williams, Jonathan

To: Cliff Merrill; woodruff mary@bah.com; greutert ed@bah.com
Cc: Tommy Lee Kreshon; Sheldrake, Beth; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: RE: visits during shut down time?

Date: Monday, January 05, 2015 12:29:47 PM

Thanks for all your work this past (Sept. through Dec.) grading phase season. Enjoy a well-deserved
break from the action.

It sounds as though very limited work will be occurring during the shut-down. Please keep in touch
with FMC contractors who remain on site, and use your judgment about whether some oversight is
needed.

Please invite the Tribes (through Kelly Wright) to join you on any shut-down visits. But only visit the
site if and when you think it would be beneficial to EPA. Thanks.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Cliff Merrill [mailto:CliffM@coopercm.com]

Sent: Saturday, December 06, 2014 11:08 AM

To: woodruff_mary@bah.com; greutert_ed@bah.com; Williams, Jonathan
Cc: Tommy Lee Kreshon

Subject: visits during shut down time?

Jonathan, Ed, Mary, | was informed today that the contractor will start de-mobing on Friday Dec. 19,
no work on Saturday Dec. 20. Start-up is scheduled for Monday Mar. 2, with people arriving back
and work starting Tuesday Mar. 3. Doug D. asked me what to do if anybody (Tribal folks, DEQ, ect.)
would want to visit the site during winter break, and what to do if we get requests. Shall we just say
no visits during this period? Thanks, Cliff
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From: Susan Hanson

To: Gervais, Gregory

Cc: Kelly Wright; jgrant; dreisman; Adam. Michael; Fiedler, Linda; Fonseca, Silvina; McDonnell, Kimberlee
Subject: Re: Comments on ANL"s Review Parameters and SBT Comment Reconciliation

Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 6:41:55 PM

Kelly,

We have a mtg all day 2/3 on Gay Mine.

Susan Hanson

OnJan 9, 2015, at 7:30 PM, Gervais, Gregory <Gervais.Gregory@epa.gov> wrote:

Kelly et. al.,

Thanks again for the comments on Argonne’s proposed Review Parameters and Definitions you
sent us on 12/19. We had an opportunity to review them, as well as complete EPA HQ’s
comments on the same Argonne deliverable. Attached you will find EPA’s comments on
Argonne’s Parameters and Definitions in the form of proposed revisions that we believe also
address/incorporate your comments. 1’ve also attached EPA’s ‘response’ to your comments,
which are intended to identify where EPA agrees with your comment and to provide some
additional clarification or reference to EPA’s proposed revisions to Argonne’s deliverable.

Please take a look at the attachments. **EPA requests that you indicate whether you agree that
our proposed revisions to Argonne’s deliverable are reasonable and would

adequately incorporate/address your comments. If you do not agree, or otherwise if you believe
the Tribes and EPA HQ need to discuss the comments, please let me know when you would be
available for a 1 hour conference call with us. Once we have agreement, EPA HQ will provide
both of the attached documents to Argonne with direction that they should revise their review
parameters and definitions consistent as indicated or request a conference call with the Tribes
and EPA to discuss any disagreement or questions they have.

Finally, so far Argonne has identified **Tuesday, 2/3 from 10a-2p ET and **Friday, 2/6 from
10a-2p as available for a conference call/meeting where the Tribes can present information and
perspectives relevant to the ETT Independent Review to Argonne. | intend to have a list of
days/times to you on Monday at the latest. We are still working with Argonne to identify
additional days and times that would work for both Argonne and EPA HQ for your
consideration. In the meantime, if either 2/3 or 2/6 of these will work for the Tribes, please let
me know right away so we can finalize the schedule. | intend to have a list of additional
days/times to you on Monday at the latest.

Best,

Greg
cleleleleleleeleelceleelcelcelcelcelceleeleelcealcelcelceleeleeleeleele

Greg Gervais, P.E.

Chief, Technology Assessment Branch | EPA OSWER OSRTI TIFSD

1200 Pennsylvania Ave NW, MC 5203P | Washington, DC 20460

703-603-0690 (0) | 571-289-2998 (c) | gervais.gregory@epa.gov | epa.gov/superfund | clu-

In.org
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**EPA cannot accept emails greater than 25MB | Contact me for send options**
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<20150108 Final FMC ETT Review Parameters SF OSRTI comments.docx>

<20150109 EPA Response to SBT Comments in ANL ETT Review Parameters sf
documents.docx>






From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: lepic foia - redevelopment language in the IRODA and RTC
Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 4:49:42 PM

Response to Comments:

Comment Summary: 289 comments were received supporting redevelopment of the FMC
OU for commercial and/or industrial purposes after the remedy has been implemented. 9
comments stated redevelopment is unlikely at a Superfund site with subsurface elemental
phosphorus contamination.

EPA Response: As the property owner interested in selling land it has no plans to use, FMC is
motivated to work with interested parties to pursue potential commercial or industrial
redevelopment at the FMC OU. FMC has publicly taken this position with all interested
governmental entities. The FMC OU covers approximately 1,450 acres; approximately 480
acres will have either a gamma or evapotranspiration cap and the capped RCRA ponds cover
approximately 62 additional acres.

Market forces will likely most strongly influence future land development. Areas with caps are
likely more difficult to develop because they will have more future use restraints than areas
that have been less impacted by operations. Additionally, rail spurs and energy infrastructure
will likely influence development depending on the needs of prospective users.
Environmental easements (or possibly covenants) will be placed on the property to prevent
the disturbance of the implemented remedy and exposures to subsurface contamination. These
use restrictions and/or obligations will be part of ownership of the land and cannot be
terminated if a subject property (the FMC OU consists of numerous separate land parcels,
most of which are within the

Fort Hall Indian Reservation) is transferred. They will remain in effect from owner to owner
for as long as they may be needed.

While EPA will continue to provide oversight after the remedy is implemented, it will be up to
FMC, commercial interests, and the government with jurisdiction to develop the property to
the extent the market will support in a manner consistent with the remedy.

If a redevelopment option is identified during remedial design that would provide equal
protection from radiation exposure, this could be incorporated into the remedial design. For
instance, many likely redevelopment projects would include asphalt or concrete parking lots
and/or other areas that could be designed to meet the same protective standards as a gamma
cap

FMC Specific Comment 33: Section 7.2.1, sentence 4, page 42: “If a redevelopment option is
identified during remedial design that would provide equally protective shielding...”” As stated
in

FMC’s general comment #1, FMC supports EPA’s incorporation of redevelopment into
remediation of areas of the site. However, the inclusion of redevelopment under Section 7.2.1
Topsoil Cover while not also acknowledging potential future redevelopment under Section
7.2.2

Evapotranspiration (ET) Cap is not fully consistent with Section 9.0. The first bullet under
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Section 9.0, Proposed Alternative, does not limit redevelopment to any specific “cap type”
but,

consistent with EPA guidance, allows ““integration of a reuse / redevelopment option if
development plans are timely identified during the remedial design...”” The discussion of
redevelopment in Section 7.2.1 should be deleted to eliminate the perception of inconsistency
with the overall goal of promoting maximum reuse / redevelopment of the site consistent with
the

remedial action.

EPA Response to Specific Comment 33: The IRODA does not preclude potential
redevelopment in any area of the FMC OU, though it does make clear that redevelopment
options or future uses are more limited in ET capped areas.

IRODA

8.2.1 Gamma Soil Covers

A gamma soil cover involves placement of at least 1 foot of native soil over fill or soil
containing

slag or ore to eliminate gamma exposures. Exposure rate measurements at FMC OU test plots
have shown that 1 foot of native soil cover is sufficient to reduce exposure to gamma radiation
to

meet the soil radiological RAOs. This cover, with the appropriate Common Elements
(primarily

Institutional Controls, Soil/Fill Management, Cap/Cover Monitoring) achieves the RAOs for
potential human exposure pathways for: (1) gamma radiation, (2) incidental ingestion, (3)
direct

dermal exposure, and (4) inhalation of fugitive dust. If a land use redevelopment option is
identified during RD that would provide equally protective shielding, it could be incorporated
into the RD. For instance, many likely redevelopment projects would include asphalt or
concrete

parking lots and/or other areas that could be designed to meet the same protective standards as
a

gamma soil cover.

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10
Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 |






From: Sheldrake, Beth

To: kwright@shoshonebannocktribes.com

Cc: McDonnell, Kimberlee; Williams, Jonathan; Jennings. Jannine
Subject: letter from Rick Albright

Date: Friday, January 09, 2015 9:40:24 AM

Hi, Kelly. | hope you had a nice holiday season and your new year is starting off well. Say, we may
have had a little administrative mix up and | was wondering if you received a letter signed by Rick

Albright sometime between Dec 23 and maybe Dec 31° regarding the EMF cooperative

agreements. He signed the letter on Dec 23" but unfortunately we didn’t retain a signed copy and
| just want to ensure it got to you.

Thanks!

Beth

Beth Sheldrake | Unit Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency | Region 10

Office of Environmental Cleanup

Superfund Site Cleanup Unit #1

p: 206.553.0220 | c: 206.890-1827 | sheldrake.beth@epa.gov
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From: Williams, Jonathan

To: Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net; Douglas.Tanner@deg.idaho.gov; Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov; Greutert, Ed [USA];
Zavala. Bernie; Richard Poeton

Cc: McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: FMC OU Bi-Weekly Teleconference with EPA, Tribes, IDEQ

Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 10:46:11 AM

Attachments: Comments on FMC OU Gamma Cap Work Plan Addendum 1-8-15.docx

FMC Revised DCAMP Draft Comments 1-5-15.docx

Attached for review before the FMC OU teleconference this afternoon are two sets of draft EPA
comments:

1) Draft comments on the Gamma Cap Work Plan Addendum submitted 12/12/14. | think
these comments, prepared by Rick Poeton, are consistent with our conversation of Dec. 18.

2) Draft comments on the DCAMP revisions submitted 10/4/14. A revised submittal was made,
without prior receipt of written EPA comments, 12/19/14. These comments address both
submittals.

Also, thanks to Doug for requesting additional information regarding the proposed Work Plan for
managing bagged asbestos waste which FMC submitted 1/7/15. Let’s discuss that too.

Date/Time: January 8, 2015 at 2 pm Mountain (1 pm Pacific)

Dial In - (877) 885-1087

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov
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DRAFT***January 8, 2015***DRAFT








EPA Review Comments on the Revised Gamma Cap Work Plan Addendum,


Submitted December 12, 2014





FMC OU UAO for RD/RA, EPA Docket No. CERCLA 10-2013-0116





Eastern Michaud Flats CERCLA Site


 








1. EPA agrees with the characterization of site-wide gamma background using the collimated sodium iodide detector. The standard deviation of the measured background distribution must be used to determine the minimum detection levels for the collimated sodium iodide detector, and to perform the MARSSIM evaluation for the site.





2. The following objective must be added to Section 1.2: “Provide a basis for evaluating the collimated sodium iodide detector system, and its detection capabilities within the context of the background distribution at this site.”
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3. EPA disagrees with the statistical methods used to describe background standard deviation in the draft work plan. EPA specifically disagrees with the next to last sentence, third paragraph in Section 3.3.3 which states “Note that this is not referring to variability of background measurements.”





The objective of surveys is to detect the risk-based increment equivalent to 1E-4 risk in the context of a variable site background. An instrument may have a useful level of sensitivity when background is a single measurement, but still be unable to detect RAO levels above a background which is variable. As an example, the claimed HPIC detection level (0.37 uR/hr) does not make sense in the context of the measured background distribution which has a standard deviation of 0.6 uR/hr.  The purpose of the assessment of detection limits at this site is to determine whether the detection system has the capability to meet RAOs within the practical context of the site background distribution.





The last two sentences of the third paragraph in Section 3.3.3 must be deleted. In their place, add the following sentences: 





 “For the purpose of evaluation of instrument sensitivity at this site, the measured standard deviation of the background or reference area will be used in calculating detection limits. The measured standard deviation includes both the real spatial variability of background and the precision of the measurement system”. 





 The sections that follow must be modified to reflect this perspective. 





4. The fourth paragraph in Section 3.3.1 must be deleted.  Typically MARSSIM uses “Scenario A” in which the burden of proof for the survey is to demonstrate that RAOs have been met. The “Scenario B” referenced is discussed in the NRC document NUREG 1505. By contrast to “Scenario A”, “Scenario B” assumes that RAOs are met and places the burden of proof on the survey to show that RAOs are exceeded. In light of this difference, “Scenario A” is the generally preferred conservative method. If there are problems associated with instrumentation detection levels compared with background, other instrumentation (such as radionuclide-specific methods including in-situ gamma spectroscopy) should be considered, consistent with MARSSIM.





5.  Maximum cap thickness tested should be such that no decrease in radiation levels is observed with additional thickness of cap. It is not clear that starting with 14 inches and reducing cap thickness, as described, meets this objective. In addition, considering that the two instruments have different fields of view and sensitivities, it is not clear that both would reach the “no decrease” point at the same cap thickness. Consideration should be given to building the cap thickness up in increments, rather than starting at 14 inches and reducing it. Maximum cap thickness to be tested would be the thickness where neither instrument shows a decrease from the previous smaller thickness.





6.  EPA notes that the data obtained will provide an alternative to the “correlation” planned between HPIC and collimated sodium iodide measurements. Ra-226 concentrations will be obtained from lab analysis of the pad samples, as well as collimated sodium iodide detection measurements (in cpm) of the cap. These data sets can be used to develop a conversion factor from collimated sodium iodide cpm to Ra-226 pCi/g. This can be used to convert sodium iodide measurements to equivalent Ra-226 pCi/g which can then be compared to the risk-based concentration of 3.8 pCi/g Ra-226 equivalent to 1E-4 risk. The work plan should recognize the potential for this kind of alternative calibration of the collimated sodium iodide system.





7. For the purposes of converting the risk-based increment of 2.8 uR/hr  to collimated sodium iodide counts per minute, the data obtained from the two systems on the uncovered slag test pad could also provide a basis for calibration. This would require subtraction of literature-obtained values for the cosmic component from the HPIC data. 


The testing described therefore offers no fewer than three opportunities to relate collimated sodium iodide response to risk-based values at this site. It is recommended that all three methods be compared for uncertainty and conservatism as part of data analysis following the testing. This would require no changes to the testing protocol.
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EPA Comments on October 2014 and December 2014 Proposed Revisions to the Dust Control and Air Monitoring Plan (DCAMP)





Appendix C to the September 2014 Remedial Action Work Plan (RAWP) For Site-Wide Grading Phase





FMC UAO for RD/RA


EPA Docket No. CERCLA 10-2013-0116





Eastern Michaud Flats CERCLA Site


Power County and Fort Hall Reservation, Idaho








EPA has reviewed the proposed Dust Control and Air Monitoring Plan (DCAMP) revisions submitted October 4, 2014.  This DCAMP submittal is labelled Revision 1.0. Prior to receipt of written EPA comments, FMC submitted further revisions December 19, 2014.  These proposed revisions were shown in relation to Revision 1.0 although that submittal had not been approved.  The December 19, 2014 submittal is labelled Revision 2.0.





October 2014 Proposed DCAMP Revision 1.0





The proposed DCAMP revisions consist of replacing the current Sections 2.1.5 and 2.1.6 with a new Section 2.1.5 through 2.1.5.8 and the addition of Appendix B – Permit to Construct – Portable Rock Crushing Plant.





The submittal is consistent with Section 2.1.6 of the September 2014 DCAMP contained within the Remedial Action Work Plan for Site Wide Grading Phase which EPA approved with modifications September 5, 2014.  Section 2.1.6 of the existing approved DCAMP states:  “Methods to obtain appropriately sized slag for the capillary break layer of the ET caps will be determined by the remedial action construction contractor.  If the contractor opts to crush and screen, this Dust Control and Air Monitoring Plan will be updated and submitted for EPA review and approval based upon equipment and dust controls proposed by the contractor.”








1. Section 2.1.5 Slag Crushing, Screening, and Conveying:  References in this section need to be included in the Section 4.0 list of references.  This includes (NIOSH, 2012) in paragraphs one and two, (EPA 2003) in paragraph two, (NIOSH, 2003) in the paragraph following Table 2.2, and (USBM, 1978) in the paragraph following Table 2.2.


 


2. Section 2.1.5 Slag Crushing, Screening, and Conveying:  The last two sentences of the first paragraph, which make reference to Appendix B, must be removed. 





3. Section 2.1.5 Slag Crushing, Screening, and Conveying:  In addition to the (EPA, 2003) reference, briefly describe how the relative emission rate ratios of crushing and screening equipment were derived.





4. Section 2.1.5.7 Slag Crushing, Screening, and Conveying Monitoring:  The last bullet, which refers to Appendix B, must be removed.  Likewise, the phrase “consistent with the air permit” must be removed from the first sentence.





5. Appendix B – Permit to Construct:  This appendix contains a copy of an Idaho Department of Environmental Quality (IDEQ) permit.  Consistent with Paragraph 94 of the subject UAO, EPA is implementing the substantive requirements of the Federal Air Regulations for Reservations (FARR).  Appendix B must be removed.





December 2014 Proposed DCAMP Revision 





6. EPA comments on the October 2014 proposed DCAMP revisions (shown above) have been partly addressed in the December 2014 submittal. Comments 1and 3 still need to be addressed. 
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7. To avoid confusion, document revision numbers (rev. 1, 2, etc.) should reflect episodes of approval instead of submittal.  Resubmit proposed DCAMP Revision 1, consistent with comments on the October and December submittals, for EPA review and approval.














.  









From: Zavala. Bernie

To: Williams. Jonathan; Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net; Doudlas.Tanner@deg.idaho.gov; Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov;
Greutert. Ed [USA]; Richard Poeton

Cc: McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: RE: FMC OU Bi-Weekly Teleconference with EPA, Tribes, IDEQ

Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 1:15:53 PM

We have a change in the conference line please use this number at 1:15 pm pacific time
Thanks

1-866 — 299 — 3188

EEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEEE]

Bernie Zavala, Hydrogeologist, LG LHG
US EPA, Region 10

Office of Environmental Assessment
1200 6th Avenue, OEA-095

Seattle, WA 98101

Phone: 206-553-1562
Zavala.Bernie@EPA.Gov
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From: Williams, Jonathan

Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 10:46 AM

To: Kelly Wright; susanh@ida.net; Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov; Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov;
Greutert, Ed [USA]; Zavala, Bernie; Richard Poeton

Cc: McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: FMC OU Bi-Weekly Teleconference with EPA, Tribes, IDEQ

Attached for review before the FMC OU teleconference this afternoon are two sets of draft EPA
comments:

1) Draft comments on the Gamma Cap Work Plan Addendum submitted 12/12/14. | think
these comments, prepared by Rick Poeton, are consistent with our conversation of Dec. 18.

2) Draft comments on the DCAMP revisions submitted 10/4/14. A revised submittal was made,
without prior receipt of written EPA comments, 12/19/14. These comments address both
submittals.

Also, thanks to Doug for requesting additional information regarding the proposed Work Plan for
managing bagged asbestos waste which FMC submitted 1/7/15. Let’s discuss that too.

Date/Time: January 8, 2015 at 2 pm Mountain (1 pm Pacific)
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Dial In - (877) 885-1087

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov
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From: Williams, Jonathan

To: susanh@ida.net

Cc: Kelly Wright; Douglas.Tanner@deg.idaho.gov; Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov; Greutert, Ed [USA]; Zavala, Bernie;
Richard Poeton; McDonnell. Kimberlee

Subject: RE: FMC OU Bi-Weekly Teleconference with EPA, Tribes, IDEQ

Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 1:16:06 PM

| think the leader code # that | obtained isn’t working. Bernie has a different conference line and will
be sending out info soon. Let’s convene using that line. Thanks.

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

From: Susan Hanson [mailto:susanh@ida.net]

Sent: Thursday, January 08, 2015 1:09 PM

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Kelly Wright; Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov; Scott.Miller@degq.idaho.gov; Greutert, Ed [USA];
Zavala, Bernie; Richard Poeton; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: Re: FMC OU Bi-Weekly Teleconference with EPA, Tribes, IDEQ

I'm on the call but just music. Is this the right number?

Susan
OnJan 8, 2015, at 11:46 AM, "Williams, Jonathan™ <Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov> wrote:

Attached for review before the FMC OU teleconference this afternoon are two sets of
draft EPA comments:

1) Draft comments on the Gamma Cap Work Plan Addendum submitted
12/12/14. |think these comments, prepared by Rick Poeton, are consistent
with our conversation of Dec. 18.

2) Draft comments on the DCAMP revisions submitted 10/4/14. A revised
submittal was made, without prior receipt of written EPA comments,
12/19/14. These comments address both submittals.

Also, thanks to Doug for requesting additional information regarding the proposed
Work Plan for managing bagged asbestos waste which FMC submitted 1/7/15. Let’s

discuss that too.

Date/Time: January 8, 2015 at 2 pm Mountain (1 pm Pacific)
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Dial In - (877) 885-1087

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

<Comments on FMC OU Gamma Cap Work Plan Addendum 1-8-
15.docx><FMC Revised DCAMP Draft Comments 1-5-15.docx>
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From: Susan Hanson

To: Williams, Jonathan

Cc: Kelly Wright; Douglas.Tanner@deg.idaho.gov; Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov; Greutert, Ed [USA]; Zavala, Bernie;
Richard Poeton; McDonnell, Kimberlee

Subject: Re: FMC OU Bi-Weekly Teleconference with EPA, Tribes, IDEQ

Date: Thursday, January 08, 2015 1:09:17 PM

I'm on the call but just music. Is this the right number?

Susan
OnJan 8, 2015, at 11:46 AM, "Williams, Jonathan™ <Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov> wrote:

Attached for review before the FMC OU teleconference this afternoon are two sets of
draft EPA comments:

1) Draft comments on the Gamma Cap Work Plan Addendum submitted
12/12/14. | think these comments, prepared by Rick Poeton, are consistent
with our conversation of Dec. 18.

2) Draft comments on the DCAMP revisions submitted 10/4/14. A revised
submittal was made, without prior receipt of written EPA comments, 12/19/14.

These comments address both submittals.

Also, thanks to Doug for requesting additional information regarding the proposed
Work Plan for managing bagged asbestos waste which FMC submitted 1/7/15. Let’s
discuss that too.

Date/Time: January 8, 2015 at 2 pm Mountain (1 pm Pacific)

Dial In - (877) 885-1087

Jonathan Williams, LHG

Remedial Project Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
1200 Sixth Avenue, Suite 900, ECL-111
Seattle, WA 98101

Telephone: (206) 553-1369
E-mail: williams.jonathan@epa.gov

<Comments on FMC OU Gamma Cap Work Plan Addendum 1-8-
15.docx><FMC Revised DCAMP Draft Comments 1-5-15.docx>



x-msg://332/susanh@ida.net

x-msg://332/Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov

x-msg://332/kwright@sbtribes.com

x-msg://332/Douglas.Tanner@deq.idaho.gov

x-msg://332/Scott.Miller@deq.idaho.gov

x-msg://332/greutert_ed@bah.com

x-msg://332/Zavala.Bernie@epa.gov

x-msg://332/rtpoeton@msn.com

x-msg://332/McDonnell.Kimberlee@epa.gov

x-msg://332/Williams.Jonathan@epa.gov

x-msg://332/williams.jonathan@epa.gov









